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CURRENT TOPICS. 


Tne HEARING of the heavy list which came before Mr. Justice 
Srretmve on Wednesday last week was continued on Friday, and 
again on Saturday, the judge sitting each day urtil half-past five. 
If this was arduous work for the judge, he had at least the satis- 
faction of leaving for Mr. Justice Grantaam nothing which could 
possibly Le disposed of. 





Tae next sitrixe of the court for Chancery Vacation business 
on Wednesday next will be held in the Queen’s Bench Court 
VIII., and although the choice of the court is probably due to the 
convenience of Mr. Justice Granrnam, the court being near to his 
lordship’s room, there can be no doubt that the change will be for 
the benefit of those attending the sitting, both as regards space and 
ventilation. 





Tne York Merrme of the Incorporated Law Society will be 
signalized by a feature which has disappeared from these gatherings 
since the Hull meeting in 1882. It is a feature of interest to a 
large section of the profession, though it is believed that it elicits 
very little enthusiasm within the walls of a certain council-room 
in Chancery-lane. There are divers attendants at these provincial 
meetings who have not yet reached the age at which a dinner 
becomes the one attractive festivity. Since the Hull meeting 
various expedients have been resorted to with the view of satisfy- 
ing the craving of this sadly-frivolous class of members. Recep- 
tions, conversaziones, concerts, yea even smoking concerts, have 
been tried, but none of these expedients has quite met the wishes 
of the class aforesaid. Now, at last, their highest desires will 
be satisfied by a ball in the pi ecincts of a cathedral close. A waltz 
with a minor canoness, or a volka with a prebendaryess—what 
more attractive prospect could be afforded ? 











Tue terreR on the Settled Land Act which appeared in our 
last week’s issue calls for some notice. As we have already shewn 
(ante, p. 699), the existence of a terminable charge on settled land 
renders it difficult, if not impossible, in the absence of a special 
power, to sell the land, except in cases falling within the Con- 
veyancing Act, 1881, s. 5, or the Settled Land Act, 1889, s. 5. 
The difficulty is not, as our correspondent appears to believe, to 
determine what compensation should be given to the owner of the 
charge for releasing it, but to make an equitable arrangement 
between the tenant for life and the remaindermen. Under the 
existing law neither the tenant for life nor the trustees of the 
settlement have power on sale of the land to pay off a terminable 
charge or to make any arrangement between the tenant for life 
and the remaindermen ; the result is, as we have already pointed 
out, that the existence of a terminable charge renders settled land 


perhaps, be devised which would be perfectly fair both to the 
owner of the charge and to the remaindermen. For example, it 
might be provided that the owner of the charge should be entitled, 
on releasing his charge, to receive out of the sale-moneys the sum 
which, according to the tables, would purchase an annuity of 
amount equal to his charge, and, further, that the tenant for life, 
instead of paying the charge, should pay such av annual amount to 
the trustees of tho settlement, during tho period for which the 
charge existed, as, when accumulated, will replace the amount 
paid to the owner of the charge. It might also be provided that, 


with the consent of the owner of the charge, the charge might be 
shifted on to the income arising from the investments of the sale- 
moneys. 





We print elsewhere a report of a decision given, and opinion 
expressed, by a county court judge on Wednesday last upon two 
important points relating to the taxation of returning officers’ 
charges. The decision was that the mileage allowed by the schedule to 
the Parliamentary Elections (Returning Officers) Act, 1875, “for 
travelling expenses of presiding officers and clerks” should only 
be calculated from the residence of the officer or clerk to the polling 
station, and from thence to the place where the votes are to be 
counted—not back to the residence. It does not appear from the 
report on what grounds this decision was based, and it does not 
seem easy to extract any such limitation from the words of the 
schedule or of the note to the schedule, which states that “‘ travel- 
ling expenses are not allowed in the case of any person unless for 
distances exceeding two miles from the place at which he resides.” 
Can it be that the expenses of the journey of the officer or clerk 
from the counting place to his domestic hearth are not con- 
sidered to be “‘incurred by him for the purposes of the elec- 
tion,” within the words of section 2 of the Act? That would 
be a rather rigorous construction, for the expenses, if not in- 
curred ‘‘for the purposes of an election,” are certainly incurred 
as a necessary consequence of services rendered for those purposes. 
We hope next week, however, to learn the reasons given by the 
judge for his decision. The point as to which the opinion was 
expressed was as to the selection of presiding officers. It was 
alleged that in one of the divisions of Cumberland presiding officers 
had been brought long distances from other divisions of the county, 
whereas there were competent persons to be found in the division. 
The judge said his opinion was that the sheriff ought not to 
employ any person out of the division as a g officer; on 
the ground, it may be presumed, that to do so would be to 
increase unnecessarily the mileage of such officers. It is no 
doubt somewhat undesirable to fetter the under-sheriff 
in the selection of presiding officers; and, as there is only 
one sheriff and one under-sheriff for the whole county, it is not 
always easy for him to satisfy himself as to the qualifications of 
persons residing in distant divisions of the county. Still it is 
obviously reasonable that presiding officers should be found as near 
as possible to the polling stations, and it ought not to be difficult 
to obtain a sufficient number of thoroughly competent men in a 
division of a county to supply all the presiding officers for that 
division. 





Ir canNnor BE URGED too strongly that, where a special jurisdie- 
tion is conferred on the courts by Act of Parliament, such juris- 
diction should be exercised strictly. In recent years a loose 





practice has arisen in the chancery courts, whereby parties have 
been allowed to take orders under such special jurisdictions “ at 


their own risk.” We refer especially to those statutes which 
relate to the transfer of land, and are closely connected with con- 
| veyancing, such as the Trustee Acts, the Settled Land Act, 
unsaleable. Having regard to the great importance of free sale of | 
land, legislation appears to be necessary. Various schemes may, | 


and others. The 14th section of the Judicature Act, 1884, is an 
enactment coming under this category which has, as yet, not 
received a judicial interpretation after argument on both sides. 
| The wording of this section is as follows :—*‘* Where any person 
neglects or refuses to comply with a judgment or order directing 
‘him to execute any conveyance, contract, or other document 
_, . . the court may, on such terms and conditions (if any) as may be 
| just, order that such conveyance, &o., shall be executed . . © by 
_ such person as the court may nominate for that purpose.” If the 
| expression “an order te execute any conveyance” is to be tested 
by looking at the mode in which such an onler must have been 
enforced by attachment or committal, it is clear that, until a 
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particular document had been tendered for execution, there could be 
no “neglect or refusal,” and that, until after such tender and 
refusal, the court would not grant an attachment. Can, then, the 
words of the statute be made to apply to an order in which A. is 
directed to convey to B., or to execute a conveyance to B., without 
providing for the preparation and tender of the particular deed? 
The courts seem inclined to hold that such an order is within the 
statute. In Re Edwards, Owen v. Edwards (33 W. R. 578), Mr. 
Justice Pearson made an order that the defendant should execute 
a mortgage of certain property to secure a certain amount, but 
gave no directions for the preparation of the deed. The deed 
was prepared by the plaintiff and tendered for execution, and, on 
the refusal of the defendant to execute, the judge appointed his 
chief clerk to execute on behalf of the defendant. Mr. Justice 
Srmurmeé, on the 10th inst., in a case of Phillips v. Edwards, 
followed this decision. It might, we think, be fairly argued that 
the order ‘‘to execute any conveyance,” referred to in the 14th 
section of the Judicature Act, 1884, means an order to execute a 
specified deed either engrossed at the date of the order and referred 
to therein, or prepared in chambers in pursuance of the order. 





THERE ARE FEW QuEsTIONs which present more difficulty to both 
actuary and lawyer than the distinction between capital and 
income. One of the main questions is, how far is there a 
fixed legal rule for the apportionment between capitel and in- 
come where a fund settled upon successive takers has either 
suffered loss or been delayed in payment? The golden rule is that 
neither tenant for life nor remainderman is to get an advantage 
over the other, both are to bear the loss equally. The great 
difficulty arises from the conflict of authority on the proper method 
of applying this rule. Lord Romy in Wilkinson v. Duncan (5 
W. R. 398, 23 Beav. 469), Vice-Chancellor James in Cor v. Cox 
(17 W. BR. 790, L. R. 8 Eq. 343), Vice-Chancellor Bacow in 
Wright v. Lambert (26 W. R. 206, L. R. 6 Ch. D. 649), and Mr. 
Justice Prarsoy in Moore v. Johnson (33 W. R. 447), have held 
that the corpus ought to be calculated on the basis of simple 
interest. An example will make this plain. Suppose a portion 
of the trust fund lent on mortgage, the interest gets into arrear, 
after some years the mortgaged property is sold and does not 
produce enough to pay in full the principal and interest. Calcu- 
late what sum put out at simple interest at the same rate as that 
payable under the mortgage on the day when the interest fell into 
arrear would, with accumulations of interest, on the day of receipt 

ce the sum received. The sum so ascertained is corpus and 
the residue income. In other words, the sum recovered will be 
divided into two portions bearing the same proportion to each 
other as the original debt does to the interest due. In opposi- 
tion to these cases Lord Rommuiy in a later case of Beavan v. 
Beacan (32 W. R. 363, note), Mr. Justice Currry in Ohesterfield’s 
Trusts (32 W. R. 361, L. R. 24 Ch. D. 643), and Mr. Justice 
Kar in Walker v. Appach (W. N., 1885, p. 184), have held that 
the caleulation ought to be made on the basis of compound interest. 
In this way 2 much smaller corpus is required to produce the 
amount recovered. Should the delay be long, the result might be 
that, out of a very large sum, a mere trifle would be set aside as | 
corpus and the bulk paid asincome. Compound interest is allowed 
on the ground that, if the interest had been duly paid, the tenant 





for life might have earned interest upon his interest, and that, if 
the whole sum is ultimately recovered, the corpus has suffered no | 
lose, while the tenant for life has been delayed in the receipt of | 
his income. The answer to this reasoning seems to be that the | 
allowance of compound interest introduces chance, while the object 
of apportionment ought to be to eliminate chance and to put all | 
partics as near as possible in the same position as they would have | 
been if all things bad gone om smoothly. If a mortgagor pays the | 
tenant for life the whole interest duc, and to the trustees the | 
incipal, it is clear that, however great inconvenience he had | 
wuflered by delay, the tenant for life could not obtain from anyone | 
crmpound interest, but if the sum recovered was sixpence short of | 
yaar and interest, or was paid an instant after the death | 
A the tenant for life, on the authority of Chesterfield’s Trusts, he | 
would oiAasin from the innocent remsinderman, by allowance of | 
exmaprand interest, compensation for the mortgagor's default. In | 
the case A 4 reverric ast, which has suffered no loss, it is 
true that, if wld immediately alter the testator’s death with full 


knowledge of all future events, a purchaser would have given such 
a price as, if put out at compound interest, would equal the value 
of the asset when it fellin. But when a contingent reversionary 
interest is kept unsold, both corpus and income incur an equal 
risk for which they ought to be equally compensated if the venture 
turns out successful. By allowance of compound interest the 
tenant for life is placed in exactly the same position as he would 
have been in if, at the death of the testator, the asset had been 
sold with full knowledge that it would, in fact, fall in, while the 
remainderman gets no compensation for his risk. 





THERE IS ONE POINT about the so-called ‘Tithe War” in Wales 
which needs explanation. Some of the speakers at the farmers’ 
meetings seem to be urging that the payment of tithe rent- 
charge ‘‘should be made compulsory on, the landlords.” But 
the fact is that, in the absence of express contract between 
landlord and tenant, the payment is already compulsory on 
the landlords, for, under 6 & 7 Will. 4, c. 71, s. 80, every tenant 
occupying lands under any lease or agreement made subsequent to 
the commutation of tithes, who pays any tithe rent-charge, 
is entitled to deduct the same from the rent payable by him to his 
landlord. And very clear and sweeping words in the lease or 
agreement are necessary to throw the ultimate payment of the 
tithe rent-charge on the tenant: a mere agreement by the tenant 
to pay ‘‘all taxes and assessments’? will not deprive him of his right 
to deduct the tithe rent-charge from his rent. Either, therefore, 
all the Welsh tenants engaged in the tithe war have expressly 
agreed with their landlords to pay tithe rent-charge, in which 
case they have themselves to blame for making such agreements, 
or the so-called anti-tithe agitation is in reality an objection by the 
tenants to pay a part of their rent in advance. 








‘CONCERNING SEARCHES. 
(VI) LOCAL REGISTRIES, 


Local Registry Acts.—Local registries were established for lands in 
Middlesex, which does not include the City of London, by 7 Anne 
ce. 20; for the West Riding by 2 & 3 Anne c. 4, amended by 5 
Anne c. 18, and 6 Anne c. 35, 8. 34; for the East Riding and 
Kingston-upon-Hull by 6 Anne c. 35; forthe North Riding by 
8 Geo. 2, c. 6; forthe Bedford L vel by 15 Car. 2,c.17. The 
Yorkshire Registry Acts were repes ed and new provisions enacted 
by the Yorkshire Registries Act, 1884 (47 & 48 Vict. c. 54), which 
came into operation on the 1st of January, 1885, and was itself 
amended by 48 & 49 Vict. cc. 4, 26. 

Offices.—The office for the Middlesex Registry is at 12, Great 
James-street, Bedford-row, W.C. The offices under the repealed 
and existing Yorkshire Registry Acts are, for the East Riding and 
Kingston, at Beverley; for the West Riding, at Wakefield; and 
for the North Riding, at Northallerton. The office for the Bedford 
Level Registry, which is called the ‘‘ Fen Office,” is at Ely. 

Middlesex Registry.—The Middlesex Registry Act (7 Anne c. 
20), provides: (section 1) That unregistered conveyances and wills 
shall be deemed fraudulent and void against subsequent pur- 
chasers for value; that (section 8) wills registered within six 
months after death of a testator dying within Great Britain, or 
within three years after the death of a testator dying elsewhere, shall 
have the same effect as if they were registered at the death of the tes- 
tator ; that (section 9) if a willis suppressed, concealed, or contested, 
or there is other inevitable difficulty in registration, and a memorial 
of the impediment is registered within two years of the death of 
the testator if he dies in Great Britain, or within four years if he 
dies elsewhere, then the registry of the will within six months 
from probate or removal of the impediment shall be a sufficient 
registry (see as to the effect of omitting to register such a memorial, 
Chadwick v. Turner (L. BR. 1 Ch. 310), a case on the East 
Riding Act); that (section 10) a concealed or suppressed will is 
not to disturb purchasers unless registered within five years from 
the testator’s death. The Act (section 17) does not extend to 
copyholds, leases at rack-rent, leases for less than twenty-one years 
where possession goes with the lease, or to leases of chambers in 
Serjeant’s-inn, the Inns of Court, or of Chancery. It also provides 
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(section 18) that no judgment, statute, or recognizance other than 
such as are entered up in the name of the Crown shall bind lands 
till a memorial thereof is entered in the name of the plaintiff. 

It is the practice where leases of the nature excepted from the 
Act are assigned by way of mortgage, or contain covenants to build 
on or to improve the property, to require them to be registered ; and 
as it is considered doubtful whether the exception of copyholds 
extends to copyhold leases, such leases are often registered when 
the land is let for building purposes (Dart Vend. & P. 497). 

Repealed Yorkshire Registry Acts——The repealed Y orkshire 
Registry Acts are to the same general effect as the Middlesex 
Act, with the exception that the West and East Riding Acts do 
not contain the provision requiring a concealed or suppressed will 
to be registered within five years; and that judgments registered 
in the West and East Ridings within thirty days (5 Anne c. 18, 
s. 11; 6 Anne c. 35, s. 28), and in the North Riding within 
twenty days (8 Geo. 2, c. 6, s. 33), bind lands belonging to the 
defendant at the date of the judgment. 

The West Riding Act allows (section 21) a contested or sup- 
pressed will to be registered within six months after probate or 
removal of the impediment to registration, and contains no provi- 
sions as to registering the impediment, nor as to a fixed limit of 
time after which it is not to be registered. The East Riding Act 
(section 15) contains provisions as to registering impediments to the 
registration of a will similar to those in the Middlesex Act, except 
that the time for registration when the testator dies out of Great 
Britain is three instead of four years, but it contains no absolute 
limit of time as to registration of a will. It was held that, where 
neither the will nor the impediment was registered within the 
prescribed period, the devise was void as against purchasers from 
the heir (Chadwick v. Turner, 34 Beav. 634; L. R. 1 Ch. 310). 
The North Riding Act contains provisions as to registering 
impediments similar to those in the East Riding Act; and pro- 
vides that no purchaser or judgment creditor is to.be affected by a 
will unless actually registered within three years from the death 
of the testator. 

Particular Cases where Acts do or do not Apply.—The provisions 
of the Middlesex Registry Act and the repealed Yorkshire 
Registry Acts do not apply to land registered under Lord West- 
bury’s Land Transfer Act, 1862 (25 & 26 Vict. c. 53, s. 104), so 
long as it remains on the register. The provisions of no local 
registry Acts apply to assurances to which the Commissioners of 
the Woods and Forests or of Works and Public Buildings ‘are 
parties, or which are signed by either of the commissioners, which 
affect the hereditary possessions of the Crown, &c., and are 
inrolled in the Office of Land Revenue Records and Inrolments 
(see 16 & 17 Vict. c. 56, s. 6). 

Remarks applicable to all the Acts. —The conveyance of 
which a memoria] has to be registered is not necessarily a 
deed, so that a memorandum in writing creating an equitable 
charge requires registration: Neve v. Pennell (2 H. & M. 
170), Re Wight’s Mortgage Trust (L. R. 16 Eq. 41), Credland v. 
Potter (L. R. 10 Ch. 8), by which cases Wright v. Stanfield 
(27 Beav. 8) must be considered as overruled; but it must be in 
writing, so that the lien of an equitable mortgagee by deposit 
(Sumpter v. Oooper, 2 B. & Ad. 223), or of a vendor for his 
unpaid purchase-money (Kettlewell v. Watson, L. R. 21 Ch. D. 
685 ; 26 Ch. D. 501), requires no registration. 

The Acts do not apply to assurances of the proceeds of sale of 
real estate held on trust lor sale (Arden v. Arden, lL. R. 29 Ch. D. 
702), or of a legacy charged on land (Afalcolm vy. Charlesworth, 1 
Keen, 63). An appointment under a power requires registration 
(Serafton v. Quincey, 2 Ves. sen. 413). 

The registry of an assignment of a leaso does not supply the 
— of registration of the lease itself (Joneycomd v. Waldron, 2 

a. 1064). 

It should perhaps be observed that the registry of a will 
passing leaseholds is not necessary, as no title can be made to them 
without notice of the will. 

When two deeds aro registered in Middlesex on the same day 
and hour, that which is denoted by the earlier number is, in the 
absence of evidence to the contrary, prosumed to have been first 
registered (Neve v. Pennell, 2 H. & M. 170), 

Clerical mistakes do not vitiate the rogistration (Wyatt v. 
Barwell, 19 Vou, 435; so McAlpine y. Swift, 1 Ball & B. 285, a 
case under the Irish Act). 





Registration does not render a deed valid which is otherwise 
void (Re Cooper, 20 Ch. D. 611). 

Unregistered Will.—Cases prior to the 1st of August, 1874, 
where a will has not been registered within the proper time, 
present much difficulty. It is generally considered that, where 
this is the case, a good title cannot be made without the con- 
currence of the heir, even if the will has been subsequently regis- 
tered (Dart V. & P. 682). It appears to follow that an heir who is 
himself the devisee can make a good title, and that the heir can, after 
the expiration of the statutory period of non-claim, make a good 
title as against the devisee, except in the West Riding, as there is 
always the possibility that a lost will may be discovered. It must, 
however, be remembered that unregistered assurances by a de- 
ceased owner can only be displaced by a registered assurance from 
@ person claiming under a duly registered will, or, possibly, by a 
registered assurance from the heir in case of intestacy (Dart 2 
V. & P. 683). The Vendor and Purchaser Act, 1874 (37 & 38 
Vict. c. 78), which came into operation on the 7th of August, 
1874, made an important alteration in the Acts, by providing 
(section 8) that an assurance to a purchaser or mortgagee by a 
devisee or his assigns, claiming under an unregistered will, shall 
prevail over a prior title derived through the testator’s heir-at- 
law if the former assurance is registered before that by the heir. 
In cases falling within this Act it will te necessary to search, 
against the heir as well as the devisee, from the death of the 
testator up to the registration of the conveyance by the devisee. 

Mr. Dart says (2 V. & P. 683), “‘It is not quite clear whether 
this section has given a retrospective validity as against the heir to 
« previously registered assurance by the devisee under a will not 
registered within the statutory period; and, in the investigation of 
the title prior to the Act of land in Yorkshire or Middlesex, it 
will still be a wise precaution, if not absolutely necessary, to 
ascertain whether the will under which the title is derived was 
registered within the time allowed by law, and, if not, whether 
the omission has been effectively cured.” 

The consequence of holding that the section has retrospective 
validity may be very serious. Suppose that, prior to the Act, a 
will was not registered within the proper time, a purchaser might 
safely take a conveyance from the heir, and that without having 
regard to any prior registered conveyance from the devisee. If 
the Act is retrospective the result will be to oust the purchaser 
from the heir in favour of a purchaser from the devisee; a result 
that the court would struggle againet. 

Registration not Notice——Contrary to what might have been 
expected, registration is not by itself notice: Bedford v. Back- 
house (2 Eq. Cas. Abr. 615, Pl. 12); Wrightson v. Hudson (2 Eq. 
Cas. Abr. 609, Pl. 7); Cator v. Cooley (1 Cox, 182); Williams v. 
Sorrell (4 Ves. 389); Morecock v. Dickins (Amb. 678) ; Hodgson 
v. Dean (2 8. & 8. 221); Wiseman vy. Westland (1 Y. & J. 117); 
so that a registered puisne incumbrancer cannot prevent tacking by 
a subsequent puisne incumbrancer, and a registered equitable in- 
cumbrancer may be ousted by a subsequent legal incumbrancer 
who has omitted to search the register and is otherwise without 
notice. Owing, however, to the difficulty in proving to a subse. 
quent purchaser the want of notice, it appears improper to omit to 
search the register and to rely on the absence of notice. 

Purchaser bound by Notice of Unregistered Assurances.—Not- 
withstanding the provisions of the Acts a purchaser is bound in 
equity but not at law (Doe d. Rodinson v. Alsop, 5 B. & Ald. 142) 
by prior unregistered dealings with the land of which he or his 
solicitor has actual notice (Le Neve v. Le Neve, 3 Atk. 646; 
Ambl. 436; Sheldon v. Cox, Amb, 624; Blades v. Blades, 1 
Eq. Cas. Abr. 358, Pl. 12; Chivad v. Nichols, Stra. 664; Twastal 
v. Trappes, Gosling’s case, 3 Sim. 301; Lee v. Green, 6 De G. 
M. & @ 155; Rolland v. Hart, L. R. 6 Ch. 678; Bradley 
v. Riches, L. R. 9 Ch. D. 189; Punckard v. Tombins, 31 W. R. 
286) which must be clearly proved (Wyatt v. Barwell, 19 Ves. 
435; Jolland v. Staindridge, 3 Ves. 478; Lee v. Clutton, 44 WR. 
106). But a purchaser who has no notice at the time of his 
chase is not affected by notice acquired prior to registration ( Asser 
v. Baugh, 1 Y. & 0. 6. C, 620; sey v. Latyens, 8 Ha. 159), 


*.* Owing to the misplacement of a semicolon, a passage in 
article TV., at p. 725, was made unmeaning, It should read— 
“The return to an elegit is ¢ on parchment and is annexed 
to the writ; where lands are seized it states,” &e. 
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IRISH SOLICITORS ON LEGAL REFORM. 


THE series of meetings summoned by the Incorporated Law Society 
of Ireland to discuss the blue book submitted by the committee 
appointed in April, 1884, to report upon various questions of legal 
reform, has at last been brought to a close; and the resolutions of 
the society, arrived at as they have been, after more than two years’ 
close consideration, and after discussion as full as in the nature of 
things it could be, cannot but prove of the greatest interest to the 

ublic as well as to the legal profession throughout the United 
Taeden. During last May alone no fewer than four separate 
meetings have been held in Dublin, a fact which amply testifies to 
the commendable energy of the would-be reformers. Of course, it is 
impossible here to go fully into the details of all the mass of evidence 
odheetah from all the countries in the world where a legal system of 
procedure obtains, or into all the arguments which have been adduced 
on both sides of ech question discussed by the society ; but a sum- 
mary of the chief conclusions arrived at will, it is thought, be read 
with interest. The first question before the society was that of 
emalgamation between the two branches of the legal profession ; but 
2s this question bas already been criticised from time to time, it may 
be sufficient here to note that, after a thorough threshing out of the 
arguments both for and against, and after a careful comparison of 
the results obtained in countries where ‘‘ amalgamation” prevails 
with those of others in which it does not prevail, the society has 
decided that any attempt to unite the two branches would be 
“ undesirable.” That was in January last, and since then the fol- 
l wing suggestions of the Reform Committee—each of which comes 
more nearly within the region of practical reform—have been fully 
discussed and resolved upon :— 

** That it is desirable this society should take active steps to brirg abcut 
the following reforms :— 

‘*]. An absolute right on the part of each member of Loth professions 
of not less than five years’ standing to an immediate transfer from one 
profession to the other, subject only to the applicant passing such an 
examination as wiil insure adequate knowledge to qualify him for the 
profession to which he desires to be transferred. 

**2. An extension of the right of audience which a solicitor at present 
possesses in the High Court of Judicature by conferring on him the right 
to act as an advocate in all business in chambers, as fully as he is at pre- 
sent entitled, under the Irish Bankruptcy Act, 1857, to act in all business 
ia the Court of Bankruptcy ; also a power to move all ez parte applications 
in court, and to act as an advocate in all actions when the sum sued for 
does not exceed £50. 

**3. An extension of the right of audience which a solicitor at present 
possesses in defending prisoners, by enabiing him in all criminal cases 
to address the jury and to act as an advocate in every other respect. 
To enable two sdlicitors to appear and act for the same prisoner or 
prisoners. 

“4, An extension of the like right of audience in the Court of the Land 
Commission, Recorder’s Court, and county courts, and petty sessions 
courts, by enabling two solicitors to appear and act for the same client in 
the same case. 

“*5. To open to solicitors the appointments of recorder, county court 
jadge, police or resident magistrate, receiver and liquidator, and to 
exclude from the position of police or resident magistrates and registrars 
of any court or judge all persons who are not members of either profes- 
sion. 

“*6. To exclude barristers from being appointed in any department to 
th: office of solicitor. 

“7. Inasmuch as inconvenience and loss are frequently inflicted on 
suitors and our profession by the failure of barristers to appear, or by 
reason of their inadequate attendance in cases in which they have been 
retained, the bar should be requested to nominate some members of their 
body to confer with the council of the Law Society to consider, and, if 
possible, formulate some plan by which the grievances complained of 
saight be remedied if not removed.” 


Upon each of these suggestions the Irish solicitors have bad much 
—very much—to say, and although, doubtless, their brethren of the 
La: will have a good deal to add to what has already been said, the 
former have, unaided, come to a distinct conclusion in each case, 
The firet suggestion was mooted, on the 10th of May last, by Mr. 
J. L. Scallen, who, arguing that, whether these questions were 
eventually decided upon by « “‘ domestic Parliament in Ireland ” or 
not, it was certainly wiser that the society should now record its 

upon them, secing that they had already been fully investi- 


- decision 
gated reported upon by the committee, proposed its adoption 


in an able th, followed by others both for and against the 
resolution. main arguments of the supporters of the resolution 
was that the present state of things afforded no protection to solici- 
tors; that the will of a jndge was enough to make # barrister a 
solicitor, as was recently ilinstrated by the admission of Mr. 


Barrington by Lord Chancellor Law; but that, on the other hand, a 
wiicitor could only “ get to the bar” by being struck off the roll, 
serving four terms, and passing an examination ; that, practically, 
the br rrister has a licence to migrate under the present system which 
is deus! ‘0 ‘he wlicitor; and that, in place of Peis 


ig a step towards 





amalgamation, which had already been decided to be undesirable, to 
ive effect to the resolution would really “act as a block against it.” 

n the other side, Mr. H. J. Dix and other speakers argued that it 
would be quite sufficient for the purpose in view if a solicitor was 
allowed to keep his terms without being obliged to remove his name 
from the roll; that the resolution was a step towards amalgamation ; 
that it would be unreasonable to make the education for the two 
branches of the profession the same; and that the “privilege of 
walking about the hall in a wig and gown for five years’”’ could not 
be considered an equivalent for the apprenticeship now necessary to 
the intending solicitor. All these arguments, it will be seen, are 
almost, if not quite, as applicable to the question of migration in 
England as in Ireland; but whether the conclusion drawn from them 
in the two countries would be identical or not is for the future to 
shew. The Irish solicitors carried the resolution by a large majority, 
as was only to be expected, seeing that the bar had no voice in the 
matter. 

On the following day the next three resolutions were moved en 
masse, and a very vigorous discussion was carried on for several 
hours. In certain small matters of detail the practice in Ireland 
which is dealt with under these heads differ from our own; but the 
general purport of the proposals to extend the solicitors’ right of 
audience has long been a vexed question in both countries. Con- 
sidering the fact that the debate was carried on by solicitors 
alone, it is somewhat astonishing that the debaters should have found 
so much to say as they did, and that they did so would seem to fore- 
shadow an almost interminable debate when both sides of the pro- 
fession are admitted to discuss the question. Perhaps the most 
novel, and at the same time forcible, argument against the resolu- 
tions was thit advanced by Mr. Gerrard, who thought that they 
“ought not to attempt to snuff out the junior bar by giving its 
members uo briefs except in complicated cases.” If this was the rule 
it is pretty clear that there would no longer be a ‘‘ nursery” for the 
junior barrister. Mr. Gerrard proposed a simple and practical 
method of solving the difficulty. ‘‘Let counsel meet us halfway,” 
he said, ‘‘ by coming down to a ten-and-sixpenny fee.” It is an age 
of cheapness and the public want cheap law (which is the main 
argument for the extension of the solicitors’ right of audience), and 
barristers might do well to think seriously of Mr. Gerrard’s pro- 
position. Mr. W. Fry, jun., pointed out that all that was 
really wanted was that his hearers should have the same 
rights as solicitors have in England, and he shewed that 
in many cases counsel had to be instructed in Ireland when 
such was not the case in England. Several amendments 
having been proposed and rejected, the resolutions were 
eventually carried, subject only to the substitution of the word 
‘* supreme ” for ‘‘ high ” in resolution 2, and the omission from reso- 
lution 3 of the provision enabling two solicitors to appear for a 

risoner. It will be noted that the 3rd is a very revolutionary reso- 
ution, and offers a privilege that has hardly been hoped for by even 
the most ambitious solicitors in this country. Yet the proposal to 
allow solicitors to address the jury in all criminal cases was not 
touched upon, in ey during the discussion. Probably it 
is taken for granted that the public would still employ counsel in 
such cases as they thought of sufficient importance, notwithstanding 
their right to trust in solicitors only; and doubtless such would be 
the case. 

Resolutions 5 and 6 were moved on the 15th ult. They are of less 
interest on this side of the Channel, since they relate only to the dis- 
tribution of appointments in Ireland. There the investigating com- 
mittee has certainly made out a good case for reform. Without 
attempting to set out anything like the mass of information on this 
head collected by sub-committee No, 2, and already referred to, we 
may quote the following paragraphs from the report, which pretty 
clearly shew that, at present, the solicitor element in Ireland has not 
its fair or proportionate share in the official appointments of the 
country :— 

“It will be seen that the number of positions to which barristers alone 
are eligible is 133, with a total amount of salaries payable in respect of 
such appointments, £143,600 6s. 4d. The number of positions to which 
solicitors alone are eligible is 121, and the total amount of salaries £60,575. 
The number of positions to which barristers and solicitors are eligible is 
86, and the total amount of salaries £29,000. In this class 20 of the 
offices are held by barristers with a total salaries of £18,700. Twelve 
offices are held by solicitors with a total salaries of £7,799. Some of the 
positions in this class are occupied by persons who are neither barristers 
nor solicitors. This is due to lak exceptions relating to existing 
appointments or motions provided for by the Acts relating to such 
appointments. The total number of positions so occupied is 4, and the 
total salaries payable in respect of same is £2,550. The number of 

tions to which barristers, solicitors, and other persons are eligible is 
542, and the total of salaries £207,470; of these offices 52 are held by 
barristers, total salaries £41,425 9. ; 9 by solici total salaries £4,350, 
and 281 by other per total salaries £161,605. e list shews total of 
632 positions of every class, with a total of salaries £440,645 6s. 4d.; of 
these positions 205 are held by barristers drawing salarics to the amount 
of £203,725 6s. 4d. ; 142 by achicttors, sdlaries £72,675 ; and 285 by persons 
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other than solicitors or barristers, salaries £164,245. Every practising 
barrister in Ireland is a subscriber to the Four Courts Library. By 
deducting from the list the judges and other official subscribers, it will be 
found that the number of practising barristers in Ireland is under 400. 
The number of solicitors in Ireland who paid licence duty in 1884, and who 
therefore may be deemed as practising solicitors for that year, is 1,210. 
Solicitors are not eligible to fill the positions of judges of the superior courts, 
or of Attorney or Solicitor-General. Your committee consider it as yet pre- 
mature to recommend the Incorporated Law Society to take any action in 
respect of this disability.” 

The last sentence is modest; but it shews to what height the Irish 
solicitor hopes to attain in thefuture. The discussion on these reso- 
lutions was again long and animated, the speakers feeling, very 
naturally, that they had not their fair share of the plums of the pro- 
fession; but it would be unprofitable here to follow them through 
all their arguments. With that was said against the system of 
appointing non-professional men to positions, the duties of which 
require professional skill and knowledge for their proper conduct— 
such as the position of resident magistrate—all will agree; but upon 
the suggested aggrandisement of one branch of the profession at the 
expense of the other, there is still a good deal to be said, although, 
so far as their demand for a fairer division of the emoluments of the 
profession is concerned, the solicitors certainly seem to have justice 
on their side. It goes without saying that these two resolutions 
were agreed to. 

The last resolution, which is of far greater interest to the general 
public than any of the others, was carried as a matter of course. 
The following suggestions had already been made by the committee, 
though none of them were actually recommended :— 

‘*1, Counsel to hand their brief and fee to another counsel. 

‘*2. To divide the fee, giving a fee on instructions and another fee on 
conclusion of case when counsel has attended. 

‘3. To make counsel’s fees recoverable at law. 

‘4, For counsel to arrange to attend one court only.’’ 


Although not altogether satisfactory, it would be hard to frame a 
better arrangement than the second of the above, which is practically 
founded upon the practice adopted by a recent English Attorney- 
General as made public by him. But the society has done well in 
leaving the details of this reform to be settled by.a hybrid com- 
mittee, composed of members of both branches of the profession, 
If the bar meet the society in the same spirit, some conclusion 
will pretty certainly be arrived at which should lessen the cause for 
complaint that undoubtedly exists at present; while, in refusing to 
accept the proposal, the bar will certainly be flying in the face of 
public opinivn, which in this matter is daily growing stronger. One 
other proposition was introduced, of a more purely domestic nature, to 
the effect that the council of the society should have an uncontrolled 
power of fixing the fees of the profession and in some other matters 
of less import, and after its adoption in due course, this important 
series of meetings concluded with the resolution, passed unanimously, 
that the resolutions arrived at by the society should be formally com- 
municated to the council ‘‘ with a request that they will take such 
steps as they may consider desirable for carrying such resolutions into 
execution.” What those steps will be it is not easy to foresee; but 
the legal profession throughout the kingdom will watch them with 
growing interest. 








CORRESPONDENCE. 


RE-REGISTRATION OF BILLS OF SALE, 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Sir,—Post-nuptial settlements being included in the definition of 
bills of sale contained in the Act of 1878, require registration under 
section 8, and re-registration under section 11 of that Act. The 
latter part of section 11 reads as follows ;—‘‘The renewal of a 
registration shall be effected by filing with the registrar an affidavit 
stating tl.e date of the bill of ole and of the last registration thereof, 
and the names, residences, and occupations of the parties thereto as 
stated therein, and that the bill of sale is still a subsisting security.” 

Of course, a settlement is not a security, but, as the Act says that 
the affidavit shall include the statement that the bill of sale ‘‘is still 
a subsisting security,” a party wishing to renew the registration of 
such a settlement is in the unfortunate dilemma of having to commit 
perjury, or of imperilling the validity of the settlement as against 
‘‘all trustees and assignees,” &c, (section 8), as I suppose the vit 
filed on re-registration of a bill of sale is as much open to attack as 
that filed on registration in the first instance, 

I shall be glad if any of your subscribers who have been in the 


[One horn of our correspondent’s dilemma certainly exists, for re- 
newal of registration is necessary, and, as the late Sir G. Jessel 
observed in Ex parte Webster, Re Morris (31 W. RB. 112), “the re- 
newal is to be effected in a certain way, and if the things directed to 
be done are not done, there is no renewal. Now, what is to be done ? 
There must be filed with the registrar an affidavit stating . . . 
that the bill of sale is a subsisting security.” But we do not see 
that this statement with regard to a settlement involves perjury. 
The substance of the affidavit is that the bill of sale therein referred 
to is still subsisting, and the statement that a post-nuptial settlement 
is “still a subsisting security” seems to mean no more than that 
it is “a subsisting claim.”—Epb, 8S. J.] 








CASES OF THE WEEK. 


CASES BEFORE THE VACATION JUDGE. 

THE PROVIDENT ASSOCIATION OF LONDON (LIMITED) ¢. 
THE LONDON AND PROVINCIAL PROVIDENT ASSOCIATION 
(LIMITED)—10th September. 

Trave Name—Smutariry—Insenction. 

In this case the question arose as to the right of the defendant com- 
pany to use a rame which the plaintiff company alleged was a 
colourable imitation of their name, and one calculated to deceive the 
public. The plaintaff company carried on their business at 39, Lombaid- 
street, and the defendants commenced a similar business under the name 
ef the English and Scottish Provident Association. The plaintiffs then 
brought an action against the defendants to restrain them from using a 
prospectus similar in colour, form, and general get-up to the prospectus 
of the plaintiffs, and on the 30th of July, 1886, Bacon, V.C., granted an 
injunction. In the meantime, on the 24th of June, the defendants 
changed their name to the London and Provincial Provident Association. 
This was a motion to restrain the use of that name or any other name so 
far resembling that of the plaintiffs as to deceive the public. Srraxrve, 
J., said that he did not think that this was a case in which he ought to 
grant an interlocutory injunction ; the names were not so alike as to be 
calculated to deceive the public, and, in the absence of any evidence that 
any mistake had been made, the injunction must be refused.—Covnse, 
H. T. Eve; Bramwell Davis. Soxrscrrors, Hatcheti, Jones, ¢ Co.; W. H. 
Sargeant, 


THOMPSON ve. THE IMPROVED FRENCH DYE, CLEANING, AND 
DYEING CO. (LIMITED)—10th September. 
Trape Name—Srmurariry—{[Nsvnction. 


In this case the question arose as to the similarity of the name of the 
defendant company, which carried on its business in Great Portland. 
street, London, and that of -—~ who carried on his business in 
the Stockwell-road, Brixton. The defendant company had bought the 
business from one Giffin, who, they alleged, was independent, but who, 
the plaintiff alleged, was his agent. They also took over old memoranda 
with the name “ Brixton”? on them. This was a motion on behalf of the 
plaintiff to restrain the defendants from using the name or any colour- 
able imitation of the plaintiff’s trade-name, and also from using the word 
“ Brixton” on their memoranda. Sriruime, J., said that the plaintiff was 
clearly entitled to an injunction. It was a question whether the use of 
the title ‘‘Improved” French Dye, Dyeing, and Cleaning Co. could be 
restrained, but he should grant an interim injunction against the use of 
the name French Dyeing and Cleaning Co., or a colourable imitation 
thereof, and the use of the word “ Brixton,” or anything to lead the 
public to believe that the business of the defendants was that of the 

laintiff.—Counse., AMillar, Q.C.; Fischer, Q.C., and J. G. Faweus. 

Licrrors, Wm. P. Barton Browne ; Williamson, Hill, ¢ Co. 


BRANDON ve. BERNHARDT—10th September. 


Brewer—CovenaNT NOT TO 88LL BseR OTHER THAN THAT OF BREWER— 
Breacu—Insvuncrion—For™ or. 


In this case the question arose as to the breach of a covenant by Bern- 
hardt, the lessee of a public-house, whereby he covenanted not to sell 
beer other than beer purchased from the plaintiff Brandon. The 
defendant alleged that the beer was bad, and that, therefore, he bought 
from Mann & Co., but the plaintiff said he was always ready to take back 
any beer complained of. This was a motion for an injunction to restrain 
the defendant from selling beer other than that of the plaintiff's, and 
from purchasing beer of Mann & Co. Srimtrxe, J., held that there 
must be an injunction, on the plaintiff, by his counsel, undertaking to 
supply to the orders from time to time of the defendant ale, beer, and 
porter, all of quality, in requisite quantities at market or fair and 
reasonable pr in the terms of the order in (wi? v, Ther’ (Seton on 
Decrees, 4th ed., p. 181).—Counser, Hemming, Q.C., and S. BL ZL, Drwee > 
Kenyon Pavker. Gecsetien, R. W. D. Hill; C. Page Deane. 





same predicament will extend to me the benefit of their a 
as I must confess to fecling myself in a _ of t difficulty, 
having to re-register a settlement before the end of the month. 


Sept, 10, JUVENTS, 





Re W. G. WOODWARD, WOODWARD ve. WOODWARD—10th 
190 1 Che. ‘eart. September. 


: Arracuuent—Deracitine Trestsr—Possasston ayn Coxtron—Dextors 


Act, 1869 (82 & 33 Vrer, o 62), 8. 4. 
The question in this case arose on section 4 of the Debtors Act, 1889, 
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which abolishes imprisonment for debt except in certain cases specified, 
exception 3 being ‘‘ default by a trustee or person acting in a fiduciary 
copecty and ordered to pay, by a court of equity, any sum in his 
possession or under his control.’’ The defendant, H. J. Woodward, 
owed the sums of £1,381 13s. and £150 to the testator, W. G. Woodward, 
in his lifetime, and, after the death of the testator, he became his 
executor and acted in that capacity. On the 2list of May, 1886, the 
defendant was ordered to pay these sums into court, but this the de- 
fendant had failed to do. This was a motion for leave to issue a writ of 
attachment against the defendant on the ground that he, acting in a 
fiduciary capacity, had made default in vayment of a sum in his possession 
or under his control. Srreurne, J., said that this was an application for 
leave to issue a writ of attachment against an executor who, having 
money in his possession or under his control, had made default in 
payment. He was indebted to the testator in certain sums in the 
testator’s lifetime. It was not alleged that he had misappropriated any 
of the money which had come to his hands as executor or that he had 
squandered it away. It simply came to this: that a debtor of the 
testator's estate had not paid his debt. This was not, in his opinion, a 
case where the defendant had money in his possession or under his 
control under section 4 of the Debtors Act, 1869, and, in accordance with 
the decisions in Middleton v. Chichester (19 W. R. 299, L. R. 6 Ch. 152) 
and Ferguson v. Ferguson (L. R. 10 Ch. 661), the motion was misconceived, 
and must be dismissed, with costs. —Covnszt, Oswald and Hart. 


SAUNDERS v. THE MAYOR, ALDERMEN, AND BURGESSES OF 
NEW WINDSOR AND OTHERS—10th September. 


H srrrat—Nvtsance—Insunction—Tue Pustic Heart Act, 1875 (38 & 
39 Vicr, c. 55), s. 131. 


An important question arose in this case under the 131st section of the 
Public Health Act, 1875, as to the extent of the powers of the local 
authority to provide a temporary place for the reception of patients 
suffering from small-pox. The section provides that ‘‘ any local authority 
may provide for the use of the inhabitants of their district hospitals or 
temporary places for the reception of the sick, and, for that purpose, 
may themselves build such hospitals or places of reception, or contract 
for the use of any such hospital or part of a hospital or place of recep- 
tion, or enter into any agreement with any person having the management 
of any hospital, for the reception of the sick inhabitants of their district 
on payment of such annual or other sum as may be agreed on. Two or 
more local authorities may combine in providing a common hospital.”’ 
This was a motion on behalf of Mr. Robert Saunders, a dairyman, living 
at New Windsor, to restrain the defendants, the Mayor, &c., cf New 
Windsor, as the urban sanitary authority, and the Guardians of 
Windsor Union, as the rural sanitary authority, and Mr. J. O. Harris 
and Mr. George Allen, landowners, from erecting hospital tents for 
small-pox patients on meadows known as the Ham, near New Windsor, 
on the banks of the old river. On the 20th of July, 1886, an outbreak of 
small-pox having occurred in New Windsor, hospital tents were erected 
on the land of the defendants, Harris and Allen, under the superiutend- 
ence of the sanitary inspector and the medical officer, and seven patients 
were conveyed there. On the 28th of July the tents were attacked by a 
mob of about fifty persons and torn down and thrown into the river. A 
prosecution was still pending. The tents were subseqnently re-erected, 
and five patients and three nurses were still there. Evidence was given 
by Mr. Shirley Forster Murphy, of 41, Queen Anne-street, Cavendish- 
equare, to the effect that he was of opinion that small-pox was con- 
veyed by the air and by infection from contact with infected persons 
or infected articles. He quoted from the Medical Report of 1884 of 
the annual report of the Local Government Board, shewing 
that since the Royal Commission on Small-pox Hospitals in 1881, 
the excessive incidence of small-pox on persons living near hospitals was 
practically proved. Evidence was also given by Count James Francis de 
Gallatin, and other customers of the plaintiff, that they were afraid to buy 
milk from the plaintiff so long as the tents remained in the fields. On 
the other hand, Mr. W. T. G. Woodforde, of Reading, and Mr. Samuel 
Wyborn, medical officer of New Windsor, said that every precaution was 
taken, no case had been admitted since the 11th of August, and no case 
of infection had occurred ; the winter was coming on, and the fields would 
soon be unsuitable for such a use. Counsel referred to the Metropolitan 
Asylum District v. Hill (29 W. R. 617, L. R 6 App. Cas. 193) and to the 
Public Health Act, 1875, s.131. Srreirve, J., said that this was an action 
brought to restrain the use of certain lands as a small-pox hospital, so as 
to cause a nuisance. The law in respect of this was clear, and was laid 
down as long ago as 1752 by Lord Hardwicke in the case of Baines v. 
Laker reported in the reports both of Ambler and Atkins, but which for 
convenience he would quote from the Metropolitan Asylum District v. Hill 
(ubi “ay fa p. 206 Lord bg pen said:—‘‘T collect from the two 
reports that if was proposed by private persons to erecta building in 
Culdbath-fields to be used as a Rovpital for the reception of mae ill 
of the small-pox, and also for the reception of persons who were there to 
be inoculated. The plaintiff was, it appears, owner of building land in 
the neighbourhood, and gave evidence (of something which seems very 
probable) that the fears of infection from the proposed hospital greatly 
deteriorated the letting value of his property. Lord Hardwicke refused 
to grant an injunction, saying, what is undoubtedly law, that loss arising 
from the fears of mankind, though in themselves reasonable, would not 
create a nuisance at law, and that, before he could grant an injunction, he 
must be satisfied that what was proposed to be done would be a legal 
nuisance affecting the plaintiff's private rights.” Mow, there was evid- 
ence in this case of the fears of mankind, but he could not, on that 


account, grant an injunction. It was necessary for that purpose to 
establish the existence of a legal nuisance. What did the evidence of the 
plaintiff amount to? Mr. Murphy said that his observations had shewn 
that the incidence of small-pox on persons living at a distance from a 
quarter to half a-mile of a small-pox hospital was nearly three and a-half 
times the incidence of small-pox upon those living at a distance of more 
than one mile from such hospital, and he was of opinion that even the 
latter incidence was greater than it would be had there been no small-pox 
hospital within thedistance. Then, ‘“‘although by careful administration 
it might be possible to prevent the extension of small-pox from the 
hospital of the defendant authorities arising from personal communica- 
tion with infected persons or infected articles within the hospital, there 
was every reason to regard persons resident within one mile of the hospital 
as exposed to greater risk of infection by small-pox when persons suffer- 
ing from the disease were aggregated within the said hospital. Further, 
the plaintiff's family, living within a distance of from a quarter to half 
a-mile of a hospital of the nature of the defendant authorities’ hospital, 
containing even a small number of perzons suffering from small-pox in 
the acute stage of the disease, was, under the circumstances, exposed to 
risks of infection, either from infection aerially conveyed or from personal 
communication with other persons, who, as the result of exposure to such 
infection, should come to suffer from small-pox.’? Upon that evidence he 
was asked to grant an injunction. Now, on July 30 there were seven 
patients, and no one had caught the disease; the arrangement was purely 
temporary, there being only five patients there now, and there was no 
intention, indeed it was not possible at this time of year, to send any 
more patients there. Therefore, this was not a case for an interlocutory 
injunction, and his lordship thought that the fears of mankind would be 
best allayed by his refusing to grant an injunction. The costs would be 
costs in the cause. CounseL, Marten, Q.C., and C. Gregson Ellis ; Millar, 
Q.C., H. 7. Eve, and Medd. Souscrrors, Robert Jenkins, for E. R. Gale 
Crowdy, Chertsey ; J. J. Chapman, 


BAXTER v. LEWIS—11th September. 


TrapE—CoveNANT NoT TO CARRY ON WITHIN Five Mires—Manacen— 
Suopman—InsuNcTION—DISOBEDIENCE TO ORDER—Morion To Commit. 


In this case a question arose as to whether the defendant, H. W. 
Lewis, by altering his position as manager in Harrison’s tobacco business 
at 34, St. James’s-street, into that of shopman had complied with the 
order made by Stirling, J., on the 18th of August last (see ante, p. 
705) restraining him from acting as manager or otherwise carrying 
on, or being concerned directly or indirectly in carrying on, the 
business of a tobacconist at 34, St. James’s-street, or within five 
miles of No. 20, St. James’s-street, or soliciting or dealing with any 
of the customers of the business. The plaintiff, C. E. Baxter, bought the 
business at No. 20, St. James’s-street from the defendant for £10,000, the 
defendant in the assignment covenanting in the terms of the above order. 
The defendant, however, became manager of a tobacco business at 34, 
St. James’s-street belonging to the Egyptian Cigarette Co., but carried 
on under the name of Harrison, and on the 19th of July a circular was 
sent to the former customers of the defendant and other gentlemen, 
stating that Henry Harrison had obtained the services of Mr. Lewis, late 
of 20, St. James’s-street, as manager. On the 18th of August Stirling, 
J., granted an injunction in the terms of the above order, but in his 
judgment he declined to decide how far the covenant interfered with the 
defendant being a servant in a tobacco business. Since the order of the 
18th of August the Egyptian Cigarette Co. wrote to Lewis putting an 
end to his employment as manager, and offering him a place as shopman, 
which offer Lewis accepted. This was a motion to commit Lewis for 
disobedience to the order. For the plaintiff it was argued that the 
defendant asa ‘‘shopman’’ was ‘‘concerned’’ in the business; he had 
also ‘‘solicited and dealt ’’ with the customers. First, acting as a 
servant was a violation of the covenant ; secondly, what had been done 
was no real compliance with the order, the defendant as shopman occupied 
the same position that he did as manager. For the defendant it was con- 
tended that, by becoming a ‘‘ shopman,”’ he had complied with the order. 
The cases cited were Newling v. Dobell (38 L. J. Ch. 111), Jones v. Heavens 
(25 W. R. 460, L. R. 4Ch. D. 636), Rolfe v. Rolfe (15 Sim. 88). Srietine, J., 
said that this motion raised the question upon which, in his judgment 
upou a former occasion, he expressed no opinion—namely, whether the 
fact that the defendant acted only as a shopman in the business where he 
was formerly manager caused him to fall within the order made by his 
lordship on the 18th of August last. He confessed that he had consider- 
able doubt upon the construction of the words in the covenant, or how 
far he could carry it. If it had not been for the authorities he should 
have felt considerable difficulty, but in the case of Rolfe v. Rolfe Shad- 
well, V.C., decided that a foreman was within the ment in that case ; 
and in Newling v. Dobcli Malins, V.C., held that, in a tailor’s business, 
acting asa shopman or foreman to a nephew of the same name was ‘‘ - 
ing on or being concerned or interested’? in a business within the 
covenant there. He confessed that he saw no distinction hetween those 
cases and the present one, and upon those authorities, and purely upon 
the construction of the covenant, he thought that the defendant came 
within the covenant. He was not satisfied, upon the evidence, that there 
had been a real, substantial change in the position of the defendant. 
Upon counsel for the defendant stating that he meant to carry the case 
further, his lordship said that he should not make an order to commit, 
but, holding that there had been a breach of the order of the 18th of 
August, the defendant must pay the costs of the motion, in order that he 








might appeal.—Counser, Marten, Q.C., and A. D. Maclaren ; Hemming, 
Q.C., ard Colam. Soxrscitors, Walker § Mewburn Walker ; Leslie, 
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ELECTION LAW. 
CaRListE Country Covrt. 
Sept. 15.—Re the Elections for the Divisions of Cumberland. 
TAXATION OF RETURNING OFFICER’S CHARGES. 


In all the four divisions of Cumberland the High Sheriff, at the recent 
general election, had charged a shilling a mile travelling expenses of 
returning officers both in going to their work and returning home. To 
this the candidates demurred, and it was contended on their behalf that 
the polling agents should only be paid a shilling a mile from their 
residence to the polling station, and a shilling a mile from there to the 
counting place. Judge Incuam decided that this was all they were 
entitled to for mileage. 

Mr. Bendle, solicitor, agent for Mr. Alison, M.P., asked the judge’s 
opinion on the question whether the sheriff could lawfully bring presiding 
officers long distances from other divisions to preside in the northern 
division when he could have obtained the services of plenty of competent 
men in that division. He had himself furnished the under-sheriff with 
the names of several eligible persons before the appointments were made, 
but only two of these had been appointed. The under-sheriff replied that 
Mr. Bendle’s list contained the names of alot of rate collectors, and if 
anything had gone wrong with the election the sheriff would have been 
liable. Judge Incuam said that, after considering the question very care- 
fully as to the discretion of the sheriff in making appointments from 
outside the district as presiding officers, he thought it would be a very 
serious matter to interfere, but his opinion was, and it was an opinion to 
which he should adhere if the matter came before him again, that the 
sheriff ought not to employ anybody as presiding officers out of the 
division. Of course they could not get presiding officers in every place 
in a division, and it was on that account, he thought, that teuralling 
expenses had been introduced into the Act. 











SOCIETIES. 


THE INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 
Annvat Provincia, Mzerine. 


The following circular has been issued to the members of the society :— 
I have the pleasure to inform you that the council have accepted an in- 
vitation to hold the Annual Provincial Meeting of the above-mentioned 
society for the present year at York. It will, accordingly, be held in the Cen- 
tral Hall of the Institute of Art, Science, and Literature, Clifford-street, in 
that city, on Tuesday and Wednesday, the 12th and 13th of October next, 
and the proceedings will be asfollows :—Tuesday, the 12th of October.—The 
Lord Mayor of York will receive the members attending the meeting at 
llam., and the President of the Incorporated Law Society will after- 
wards take the chair and deliver his address. This will be followed by the 
reading of papers contributed by members of the society. The meet- 
ing will adjourn from 1.30 to 2.30 for luncheon, and close at 4.30. In the 
evening the members attending the meeting will dine together at the 
Guildhall, the president of the Yorkshire Law Society taking the chair. 
Tickets for the dinner will be 25s. each. [The Lady Mayoress will be at 
home on the evening of Monday, the 11th of October, to receive visitors 
who arrive in York at thatdate.] Wednesday, the 13th of October.—The 
meeting will be resumed at 11 a.m., when the ing of papers and 
discussions thereon will be continued. The meeting will adjourn from 
1.30 to 2.30 for luncheon, and close at 4.30. On this evening there will 
be a ball, which will be given by the Yorkshire Law Society at the Assembly 
Rooms. The 57th half-yearly meeting of the Solicitors’ Benevolent Arso- 
ciation will be held in the Institute, York, on Wednesday, the 13th of 
October, at 10 am. On Thursday, the 14th of October, arrange- 
ments will be probably made for visits to Whitby, Scarborough, 
Ripon, and Fountains Abbey. Should you wish to attend the reet- 
ing, I shall feel obliged if you will signify your intention, on or 
before the 1st of September next, to Mr. F. J. Munby, of York, the 
honorary secretary of the Yorkshire Law Society, who will be happy 
to give any further information, and will be glad to afford assistance 
in obtaining accommodation for members. If you propose to read a 
paper, I shall be obliged if you will inform me the title and purport of it 
by the 15th of September. The paper itself should be placed in my 
hands on or before the 22nd of September, in order that it may be printed 
for circulation at the earliest possible moment after the close of the pro- 
ceedings. Subject to the control of the president of the Incorporated 
Law Society, each gentleman attending the meeting will be at liberty to 
speak, and to vote upon any matter under discussion; but all resolutions 
expressive of the sentiments of the meeting will be framed in the form of 
recommendations or requests to the Council to take the subjects of 
such resolutions into their consideration.—E. W. Wrut1amson, Secretary. 








LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 


PRESTON LAW DEBATING SOCIETY. 


The seventeenth general meeting for the present session was held on 
the 3rd inst:, when fir. : 4 


after the transaction of some special business, and the discussion of six 
legal queries, an argument took place on the follo case :—‘' A. is a 
holder of a policy of assurance st accidents. He meets with an 
accident, brings an action for injuries caused by the defendant’s negli- 
gence, and recovers damages. Can he afterwards claim from the assur- 
ance company the amount for which he is assured?” Messrs. Bush, 
Simpson, and Cartwright ed for the plaintiff, and Messrs. Bell, 
Parkinson, and Rawsthorn for the defendant company. The chairman, at 
the conclusion of the discussion, ably summed up the arguments deduced 
proand con, and put the question to the meeting, when a majority voted 
in favour of the defendant company. 








LEGAL APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. Wit1t1am Manstanp Moors, solicitor (of the firm of Ingram & 
Moore), of Leicester, has been appointed Registrar of the Leicester 
County Court (Circuit No. 20), to act jointly with his partner, Mr. Thomas 
Ingram. Mr. Moore was admitted a solicitor in 1875. 

Mr. Ferrx Carrer, solicitor (of the firm of Messrs. Fisher, Carter, & 
Moir), of No. 10, Old fr Bema y my London, has been appointed a 
Commissioner to receive Affidavits to be used in the Courts of Record in 
the Province of Quebec. 





DISSOLUTIONS OF PARTNERSHIPS, &c. 
Tuomas Witi1am Garrotp and Atrrep Henry Marruews, solicitors 
(Garrold & Matthews), Hereford and Ross. Aug. 31. 
[ Gazette, Sept. 10.] 


Mavrice Norpon and James Dow11NG, solicitors, Liverpool and Birken- 
head. Sept. 1. [ Gazette, Sept. 14.] 








LEGAL NEWS. 


From the third report of the Comptroller-General of Patents, Designs, 
and Trade-marks, with Appendices, for the year 1885, which has just 
been issued, it appears that, after making allowance for the large number 
of applications consequent upon the introduction of the new Act in 
January, 1884, the number of applications for patents during the year 
1885 (16,101) shows little, if any, falling off in the number of inventions 


sought to be protected. The number of designs registered during tle 
year amounted to 20,388, exclusive of 337 ‘‘sets’’ of designs. The total 
number of applications for trade-marks during the year (including 115 
applications to the Cutlers’ Company) was 8,026. 


At the Westminster Revising Barristers’ Court on Wednesday a question 
arose as to whether a coachman who left town with his master during a 
"vee of the year was entitled to be on the register. The revising 

arrister (Mr. A. Bathurst) suggested that the agents should consider the 
question, as it was almost certain to arise for decision in the course of this 
revision. Last year it had been held that a soldier who was compulsorily 
absent from his barracks for pet ag ye days in the year had nota con- 
structive residence for the yearin the . Would not that principle 
apply to every servant who, when his master left town, was compelled, as 
part of his duties, to accompany him? 


The Sussex estates of the late Sir Charles Goring were offered for sale 
by auction at Horsham on Wednesday by Sir J. Whittaker Ellis, M.P. The 
estates realized on the whole £96,000. The Highden Estate, near Worthing, 
an old English mansion and 470 acres, chiefly down land, for many genera- 
tions the Sussex seat of the Goring family, was, after a spirited competi- 
tion between Colonel Godman, of Sussex, and Mr. Hamnett, land t of 
Pall Mall, knocked down to the former at £30,100. We are informed that, 
in the opinion of experts, this, with to price obtained, is the best 
sale that has been made of landed property for many years past, the farm 
rental for this estate being only about £200 a year. 


At the Bristol Police-court, on the 3rd inst., Samuel Broomhead Ward, 
of John-street, Bristol, was summoned for having, on the 11th of yee 
at the Petty Sessional Court House, Bridewell-street, wilfully and falsely 
pretended to be duly qualified to act as a solicitor. Mr. J. H. Clifton 
appeared on behalf of the In Law Society, and Mr. A. Essery 
represented Mr. Ward. It appeared that a case of Peake v. Eardley came 
for hearing before the magistrates, and the defendant appeared in the case. 
Mr. Gore, the case commenced, drew the attention of the defendant to 
the penalties incurred through practising without a certificate, and drew up 
a document, which defendant ed. The document was: ‘‘ 11th August, 
1886, ‘ Peake v. Eardley.’ I have sent up the money to my brother-in-law 
for my certificate, and wili conduct this case after warning from the clerk 
of the ties which I may incur. (S ) 8S. B. Ward.” Mr. Gore, 
as was his duty, reported the facts of the case to Mr. Williamson, in a 
letter, which was as follows :—‘' Petty Sessional Court House, Bristol, 
August llth, 1886. Dear 
op pte this city, last week conducted a case before the magistrates. 
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out rather late, but that he had one. I asked for that for the present 
year, and he said it was with his London agent, and, after a few more 
questions, that he had forwarded the money for the certificate to his 
brother-in-law, but was sure there was one. I cautioned him that he 
might incur penalties by acting as a solicitor if he had no certificate, but 
he said he was a willing to conduct the case for his client, notwith- 
standing the risk. He was then allowed to proceed, and opened the case and 
examined his client.—Faithfully yours, T. H. Holmes Gore. E. W. William- 
son, Eeq., Secretary Incorporated Law Society, London.’’ In response Mr. 
Williamson, secretary to the Law Society, sent a certificate, which was 
to the effect that Mr. Ward had not taken out any certificates since 
November 16, 1881. Mr. Essery said he felt that his client had no other 
course to adopt but to plead guilty. The prosecution had undertaken 
the case in as kindly a manner as possible, and he made no complaint 
about the prosecution. He asked their worships to take into consideration 
the fact that what had been done had been done principally through 
want of means. Mr. Ward had all the qualifications necessary to carry 
out the legal business, only unfortunately there was a difficulty in his 
procuring a certificate. He would also mention that Mr. Ward was pre- 
pared, through him, to give an unqualified promise not to carry out any 
other legal business until he procured a certificate. The magistrates 
inflicted a penalty of £5 for the one case before them. 








COMPANIES. 


WINDING-UOP NOTICES, 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

Batu Furs Ick ComPany, LiwitED.—Petition for winding up, presented Sept 8, 
directed to be heard before Grantham, J., or the Vacation Judge, on Sept 22. 
Le Brasseur and Oakley, New ct, Lincoln’s inn, solicitors for the petitioners 

BIRMINGHAM REFRIGERATION COMPANY, LIMITED.—By an order made by Stirling, 
J.,on Sept 1, it*was ordered that the comyany wound up, and that the 

Se of Robert Levitt Impey, by order dated Aug 25, as provisional 

official liquidator, be continued until an official liquidator shal! have been duly 
appointed In chambers. Collins and Wilkinson, Walbrook, agents for Parr, 
Birmingham, solicitor for the petitioner 

BIrMINGHAM REFRIGERATION COMPANY, LIMITED.—Stirling, J., has fixed Sept 21 
at 12, at the chambers of Kay, J., Royal Courts, for the appointment of an 
official liquidator 

CARTER, FORD, AND Co., LIMITED.—By an order made by Stirling, J., dated Sept 
1, it was ordered that the company be wound up. Romer, Copthall chambers, 
solicitor for the petitioners 

GIONA SULPHUR CoMPANY, LiImITED.—Creditors, ineluding the holders of deben- 
tures, are required, on or before Oct 15, to send their names and addresses and 
the particulars of their debts or claims, to Ernest Cooper, 14, George st, Man- 
sion House. Oct 28 at 12 is appointed for hearing and adjudicating upon the 
debts and claims | Gazette, Sept. 10.] 

Lonpon CENTRAL CLUB, LinTED.—By an order made by Stirling. J., dated Sept 
1, it was ordered that the voluntary winding up of the club be continued. 
Mann, Essex st, Strand, solicitor for Sapeonee { Gazette, Sept. 14.] 

S DISSOLVED 


FRIENDLY SOCIETIE 4 
REDDITCH ANCIENT BRITONS’ FRIENDLY Society, Warwick Arms Inn, Redditch, 
Warwick. Sept9 
CovurT ROSE OF PARADISE, ANCIENT ORDER OF FORESTERS, Horse and Farrier 
Inn, Bagslate, Lancaster. Sept 9 
(Gazette, Sept, 14,] 








CREDITORS’ CLAIMS. 


CREDITORS UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP 36. 
LAST DAY OF CLAIM. 
APPLEYARD, James, Halifax, Gent. Oct 14. Sutcliffe, Hebden Bridge 
oe, JouN, Sowerby Bridge, York, Gent. Oct 14. Sutcliffe, Hebden 
ge 
CHAWNER, JOSEPH, Leicester, Gent. Nov10. Berridge and Miles, Leicester. 
Drvry, Sopuia Lovisa, Radnor pl, Hyde Park. Oct 15. Thorold, Regent st 
DUNNE, JEREMIAH JOSEPH MULLING, Tibagy, Brezil, Esq. Oct 4. Johnson and 
Co, Austin Friars 
Evans, WItLIcmM JAMES, Milsom rd, Hammersmith, Esq. Nov 14. Woolley, 
Great Winchester st 
—— HENRY, Beardwood, nr Blackburn, Esq. Oct 13. Wheeler, 
ac ™m 
HEAD, CHILDE Harowp, Raul rd, Peckham, Builder. Nov 2 Bridger, St 
Helen’s pl, Bishopsgate st, Within 
Hit, Joun, West View, Facit, Rochdale. Oct 23. Heap, Rochdale 
JEFFERYS, HANNAH, Market Lavington, Wilts. Oct21. Phillips, Chippenham 
JONES, CATHERINE, Siamber Wen, Llangar, Merioneth. Oct 19, oyd and 
Roberts, Ruthin 
KENYON, Many, Overton, Ruabon, Flint. Oct 16. Fairfoot and Co, Clement’s inn 
eo } soe Markington, ur Ripley, Gent. Sept 30, Barker and 
ar e, 8 
a SEBASTIAN HENRY, Lewes, Sussex, Innkeeper. Oct 15. Hillman, 
ewes 
MILNES, WittiaM Lister, Shrewsbury, Gent, Oct 9. Morris and Sons, 
Shrewsbury 
MorGaNn, JsMES Cromwell st, Hotnsiow. Oct. 5. Wilkins and Co, Gresham 
House, Old Broad st 
UMFORD, STEPHEN, Ramsgate, Bather. Sept 25. Gibson, Margate 
URRAY, WILLIAM, Jermyn st, Major General. Sept 15. Davidson and Co, 


OnIons, Sana ANN, Shrewsbury. Oct 9. Morris and Sons, Shrewsbury 
AwymIE EpitH, Pennsbury, Darlington. Sept 30. Hutchinson and 


ngton 
— Wi114m, Plymouth, Esq. Oct 1. Woollcombe and Pridham, Ply- 


Pixcues, E11za, Leami m Priors. Oct 15. Woodeock and Co, Coventr 
PINCHES, Hizxer, Gannon Priors, Warwick, Gent. Oct 15. Woodeoek and 


,Sormia Loviss, Queen Anne’s gate, St James’ park. Oct 20. Trol- 

lope and Winckworth, Abinadlon st, ‘estminster yin " " 
di Bradford, Labourer. Oct 5. n, Bradford 

Seat, WILLIAM, 814d, Che Builder. Robinson, Furnival’s inn 

v CHARLOTTE 


BO, 
vesend, t. Oct 13, ilder, Gravesen 
Ee me FREDERICK, Hill st, Peckham. Oct 28, Marsden and Son, 








8TH, Shawficld st, Chelsea, Sept 9%. Deane and 
pside 


Wires, Pau, Shepton Mallett, Somerset. Oct 30. John Nalder, Shepton 

aile 

WInNTLE, JOHN, Kingsdown, Bristol, Gentleman. Oct 30. Fussell and Co 
Bristol [ Gazette, Sept. 7.) 








Fez, Two GUINEAS, for a sanitary inspection and report on a London dwelling- 
house. Country surveys by arrangement. TheSanitary Engineering and Venti- 
ation Company, 115, Victoria-street, Westmirster. Prospectus free.—[ADVT. 

FURNISH ON NorMAN & STaceY’s HirE PuRcHASE SysTEM; No Deposit ; 
1, 2, or 3 years; 60 wholesale firms. Offices, 79, Queen Victoria-street, E.U, 
Branches at 121, Pall Mall, 8.W., and 9. Liverpool-street, E.C.—[ADVT,. 








SALES OF ENSUING WEEK. 
Sept. 23.—Messrs. FAREBROTHER, Etis, CLrark, & Co., at the Mart, at 2p.m., 
asehold Properties (see advertisements, this week, p. 759). 
Sept. 23.—Mr. WALTER GHT, at the Mart, at 2p.m., Freehold and Leasehold 
roperties (see advertisement, this week, p. 759). 








LONDON GAZETTES. 


THE BANKRUPTCY ACT, 1883, 
Fripay, Sept 10, 1886. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 

Breame, James Robert, Beastfair, Pontefract. Tailor. Wakefield. Pet Sept 6. 
Ord Sept 6. Exam Oct7 , 

Brown, James, Daybrook, Nottinghamshire, out of business. Nottingham. 
Pet Sept7. Ord Sept7. Exam Oct 19 

Burnett, Athole, Inverness ter, Bayswater, Gent. High Court. Pet Aug 21. 
OrdSept 8. Exam Nov 10 at 12.30 at 34, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Burton, Albert Goodridge, Lichfield, Aerated Water Manufacturer, Oldbury. 
Pet Sept4. Ord Sept 4. Exam Oct 4 at 11 

Cave, Sarah Jane, Brunswick sq, Lodging House Keeper. High Court. Pet 
Sept7. Ord Sept7. Exam Oct 27 at 11 at 34, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Daly, John Thomas, Clapham rd, Timber Merchant. Bie Court. Pet Sept 8, 
Ord Sept 8, Exam Nov 10 at 11.30 at 34, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Davies, Evan, and William Williams, Pencoed, nr Bridgend, Colliery Pro- 
prietors. Pontypridd. Pet Sept6. Ord Sept6. Exam Sept 28 at 2 

Dulson, William, jun, Wolverhampton, Licensed Victualler. Wolverhampton. 
Pet July 16. Ord Sept7. Exam Oct 19 

Dyroff, Adolphe, Crutched Friars, Wine Merchant. High Court. Pet Aug 25. 
Ord Aug 31. xam Oct 21 at 11 at 34, Lincolm’s inn fields 

Eden, Charles Thomas, Plymouth, Beerhouse Keeper. East Stonehouse. Pet 
Sept 7. Ord Sept 7. Exam Oct 5 at 11 

Ewens, George, Jun, Cuckfield, Sussex, Whitesmith. Brighton. Pet Sept 7. 
Ord Sept 7. Exam Sept 30 

Fauntleroy, Robert, address unknown. High Court. Pet Aug 4. Ord Sept 8% 
Exam Oct 21 at 12 at 34, Lincoln’sinn fields 

Fletcher, Alfred, Westgate, Wakefield, Hosier, Wakefield. Pet Sept 3. Ord 

pté6. ExamOct7 

Edwina. Liverpool, Master Mariner. Liverpool. Pet Sept 7. Ord Sept 7. 

am Sept 23 at 11 at Court house, Government bidgs, Victoria st, Liverpool 

Garwood, Charles, Gt Yarmouth, Fish Dealer. Gt Yarmouth. Pet Sept7. Ord 
Sept 7. Exam Oct 19 at 11 at Townhall, Gt Yarmouth 

Gregory, Martin, St Mary Axe, Accountant. High Court. Pet July 22. Ord 
Sept 8. Exam Oct 21 at 11.30 at 34, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Hallows, John, Hyde, Cheshire, Coal Merchant. Ashton under Lyne and Staly- 
bridge. Pet Sept7. Ord Sept7. Exam Oct7 

Hambiin, Willi and Ted Joseph Coles, Devizes, Wilts, Coal Merchants, Bath. 
Pet Aug 28. OrdSept7. Exam Oct7 at 12 

Hart, Jonathan, and Charles William Brier, Dewsbury, Contractors. Dewsbury. 
Pet Sept 4. Ord Sept4. Exam Sept 28 

Hastenpfiug, Carl, Manchester, Hardware Dealer. Salford. Pet Septs. Ord 
Sept 8. Exam Oct 20 at 12 

Hesiop, Richard, Wigatias Cocks, |Durham, Plasterer. Stockton on Tees and 
Middiesborou h. Pet Sept3. Ord Sept 3. Exam Sept 15 

herhert, Glamorganshire, Tailor. Pontypridd. Pet Sept 2. 

pau s Exam Sept 28 at 2 

Hough, John, Liverpool, Butcher. Liverpool. Pet Sept7. OrdSept7. Exam 
pepe 23 at 11 at Court house, Government bldgs, Victoria st, Liverpool 

Hughes, William Davies, 'ylliog, Denbighshire, Innkeeper. Wrexham. Pei 
Sept 7. Ord Sept7. Exam Oct 12 

Jagiodow, George, Woolwich, Surgeon. Greenwich. Pet Sept 7. Ord Sept 7. 


ct 

Isaacs, George, Middlesborough, Clothier. Stockton on Tees and Middles- 
borough. Pet Sept6. Ord Sept6. Exam t 15 

Kerr, John, Liverpool, Decorator. iivegee. Pet Sut 8. Ord Septs. Exam 
Sept 23 at 12 at Court house, Government bdgs, Victoria st, Liverpool 

Lewis, Solomon, Coburn rd, Bow, Outfitter. High Court. Pet Aug 26. Ord 
Sept 6. t#xam Oct 21 at 11.30 at 34, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Moore and Piggott, Crutched Friars, Tea Merchants. h Court, Pet Aug 20. 
Ord Sept 6. Oct 21 at 11.30 at 34, Lincoln’s inn fields 
’Hara, Henry, Newark upon Trent, Boot Maker. Nottingham. Pet Sept 6. 
Ord Sept 6. Exam Oct 19 

Pedlar, William, Cardiff, Umbrella Manufacturer. Cardiff. Pet Sept 3. Ord 
Sept 3. Exam Oct 5 at 2 

Pilkington, Frederick William, Bailgate, Lincoln, Baker. Lincoln. Pet Sept 5. 
Ord Sept 8. Exam Sept 21 at 2.30 

Pople, Caroline, Dover, Lodging house Keeper. Canterbury. Pet Sept 7. 

rd +8. Exam Oct 


1 
hael awan, Duskiogbom Palace rd, Spinster. High Court. Pet 

Aug 14. Ord Sept 6. am Oct 21 at 11.80 at 34, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Raynor, Albert, Nottingham, Confectioner. Nottingham. Pet Sept 6. Ord 
Sept 6. Exam Oct 19 

Romney, John Orde, Colton, nr Ulverston, Gent. Ulverston and Barrow in 
Furness. Pet July 23, Ord Sept 4. Exam Oct 5 at 10.30 at Court house, 
Temperance ae, lverston = 

on, f cdegd L > eaaaamaa Labourer. Bridgwater, Pet Sept 8. Ord Sept8. 

xam Sept 28 ai 

Stead, George, Eccles, Manchester, Schoolmaster. Salford. Pet Sept 6, Ord 
Sept6. Exam t 30 at 1,30 

Stead, Johu Knight, Water lane, Gt Tower st, Merchant. High Court. Pet 
Aug 18. Ord Sept 6. Exam Oct 20 at 11.30 at 34, Lincoln’s inn fields 

es, Cole, Cambridge, Publican. Cambridge. Pet Sept 6. Ord Sept 6. 


a. 
Bx 


xam Sept 29 at 2 . 
Thistleton, John Beveridge, Old Quebec st, Marylebone, Electrician, High 
Court, Pet Sept 8. Or t 8. Exam Oct 20 at 11.30 at 34, Lincoln’s ino 
elds 


Townsend, John, Sheffield, Scale Cutter. Sheffield. Pet Sept 6, Ord Sept 6. 
Exam Oct 7 at 11.30 

White, Edward Charles, Shefficld, Saddler. Sheffield, Pet Sept7. Ord Sept 7 
Exam Oct 7 at 11.30 





Williams, Thomas, ’ , Pig Dealer. Bangor, Pet Sept 6, Oud 
Sept7, Exam Oct 7 at il at Gout House 


fae raass 








Dawson 
Ord Se 
Aarons, 


Andrew 
Petert 

Brown, 
Officia 
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Wilson, Julia, Shoteid, Confectioner. Sheffield. Pet Sept 7. Ord Sept 8, 
xam Oct7 at 11.30 
Winde William, Marth: Tydfil, Bootmaker. Merthyr Tydfil. Pet Sept 8. 
+8. Exam Sept 
ons a ee ee Ironmonger. Birmingham. Pet Sept 6. Ord 
8 ai 
the following amended notice is substituted for that published in 
the London Gazette of Sept 7. 
Dawson, William Arthur, Piccadilly, Bootmaker. High Court. Pet Sept 1. 
OrdSept 1. Exam Oct 18 at a at 34, Lincoln’ 3d, inn fields 
IRST 
Aarons, Aaron, Ely terr, Whitehorse lane, eel out of business. Sept 22 at 
1, 33, Carey st, ncoln’s ian 
Andrew, Lm sen, Peterborough, Plumber. Sept 24at 12. County Court, 
borou, 
occ om, Daybrook, Nottinghamshire, on of business. Sept 20 at 12. 
Official Receiver. 1, High pavement, Nottiogham 
Brown, William, West am, Essex, Carman. Sept 22at 12, 33, Carey st, Lin- 
coln’s inn 
Buchanan, Claud, Wi m rd, Richmond, Gent. Sept 20at3. Official Re- 
ceiver, 109, Victoria st, Westminster 
Burton, Goodridge, Lichfield, Aerated Water Manufacturer. Oct 4 at 
10.30. Court house, Oldbury 


Christopherson, John, jun, | af in Furness, Plamber. Sept 22at12. Official 
eceiver, 2, Paxtcn terr, row in Furness 
Cooper, George, Worksop, Innkeeper. Sept 20 at 2.45. Corn Ex Worksop 
Davies, Evan, and William Williams, Pencoed, nr Bridgend, Colliery Proprietors. 
Sept 20 at 12. Court house, Pontypridd 
Digby. Harry Leopold, High st, hat ~~ Fishmonger. Sept 21 at 8. Official 
Receiver, 109, Victoria st, Westminster 
Besos. a, Theydon Bois, Essex, Gent. Sept 18 at 12. Cock Hotel, 
ing, Essex 
Dew mom F M, Philpot lane, Merchant. Sept 2iati1. 33, Carey st, Lincoln’s inn 
Dulson, ‘William, tos. M bentng nen g censed Victualler. Sept 21 at 10.30, 
Official Receiver, St Peter’s close, Wolverhampton 
Be oe George, jun, Cuckfield, Sussex, Whitesmith. Sept 17 at 12. 39, Bond st, 
righ 
Fenton, Benj amin, West Bromwich, Ironfounder. Sept 27 at 10.30. Court house 
b 


a... Vines, Deneeter s rd, 5 eee Hay Dealer. Sept 21 at 10.15. 
Ofticial Receiver, 3, Ensteate, Rate 

Garbutt, E:itwin, Sandal Magna, Yorks Maltster’s Manager. Sept 20 at 11. 
Official R Receiver, Southgate chbrs, Southgate, Wakefield 

George, Frederick John, St Albans, Herts, ee Sept 18 at 12, Ewen and 
Roberts, 42, Outer Temple, Strand, London, W.C. 

Hallows, John, Hyde, ay pl Voal Merchant. Sept 20 at2. Official Receiver, 
Townhall, Ashton under ‘qe 

Hestings, Alfred Gardiner, «= Sa W., Solicitor. Sept 22 at 11. Bankruptcy 

bldgs, Fostugel st, Lincoln’s 
Hooper, Giles, Treherbert, - -o- Tailor, Sept 18 at 12, Official Re- 





ceiver, Merthyr Tydfil 

J —> d. eae Leeds, Boot Dealer. Sept 17 at 12. Official Receiver, 22, Park 
row, 

Jowitt, eae, Leeds, Boot Dealer. Sept 17 at 11. Official Receiver, 22, 


Park row 
Longden, Joseph, Hemsworth, Yorks, Provision Dealer. Sept 17 at 11. Official 
Receiver, Southgate chbrs, t—<en Wakefield 
O'Hara, Boney, Newark upon bran Bag oot Maker. Sept 17 at 4. Official Re- 
Hie povemnens, Nottin, 
7. ome Dyers Sept 17 at 2. Champion and Son, 53a, 
rminus mare, toes 
Ragaee, Albert, Nottingham, Confectioner. Sept 20 at 11. Official Receiver, 
gh pavement, Nott 
Richmond, Salton "“Tencoshive, Agricultural Pay am Dealer. Sept 
20 at 2.30, Official Receiver, Ogden’s chbrs, Bridge anchester 
Ross Bros and Co, Finsbury pavement, Timber + ieshente. Sept 21 at 11. 
Portugai st, Lincoln's ian 
ord, es, Coke Merchant. Sept 30 at 2. County Court, 
Excombe pl, Salford 
Slegg and Son, Bishopsgate st ates, Builders. Sept 21 at 12. Bankruptcy 
bidgs, Portugal st, Lincoln’s inr 
Stead, George, Eccles, Manchesten Schoolmaster. Sept 20 at 3. Official Re- 
ceiv er, Ogden’s chbrs, Bridge st, Manches' iter 
oe SS OSs. § pet ridge, Publican. Sept 20 at 12. Official Receiver, 5, Petty 
cury, 
Thornley, Jose erage aatord Boulevard, Nottingham, Lace Maker. Sept 17 at 12. 
Receiver, High pavement, Nottingham 
Tee, Thomas. Altrincham, Pork Butcher’s Assistant. Sept 29 at 3.30, 
eceiver, Cotes’ 8s chbrs, Bridge st, Manchester 
Town, Herbert, Salop, Farmer. Oct 28 at10. Oak Hotel, Leominster 
‘Turner, Ernest, Peon Tom, F Provision Dealer. Sept 20 at 12. Official Re- 
ceiver, 109, Vic tia ot, "West. minster 
Wolpe, J cha, "TE dieston, can Tea Dealer. Sept 18 at 10.80. 16, Wood st, 
Watts, Richard Edward, Stamford, Tailor. Sept 20 at 12.30. County Court, 
Peterborough 
Wells, Edward, and George on Dixon, High st, en wy ma Iron Merchants. 
Sept 22at12. Bankruptcy bl igs, Portugal st, Lincoln’s inn 
ADJUDICATIONS. 
ewe. : ohn Ebenezer, St Peter, Thanet, Builder. Canterbury. Pet Aug 6. 
I ept 4 
Batchelor, Alfred Blackmore, Bristol, Hairdresser. Bristol. Pet Aug 5. Ord 
Sept 6 
Bayles ey, John George, Coventry, Picture Dealer. Coventry. Pet Aug 24. Ord 
Ruling, 8., Upton, Eases, Builder, High Court. Pet July 8. Ord Sept 8 
ee Peter Manzie, Halesworth, Suffolk, Printer. Gt Yarmouth. Pet Aug 
Chartems,, J oe, Huddersfield, Woollen Cloth Merchant. Huddersfield, Pet Aug 
Cota, at Arthur Gordon, Westgate on Sea, Architect, Canterbury. Pet Aug 17. 
rc 
Qocpes oakas, Worksop, Innkeeper. Sheffield. Pet Sept 2. Ord peg h . 
One “Masor, George, Wa » out of business. Walsall, Pet 
Crisp, “), otmec Edward, Sunderland, Soliciter’s Clerk, Sunderland. Pet June 11. 
pt 
ry) Edwin, Li Pet Sept 7. Ord om * ¢, 
Gaimes, Eleanor at Manufacturer. High Vourt. 


, Master Mariner. Liverpool, 
ary, Birchin lane, Cornhill, 
eld, Butcher, Sheffield. Pet sw" Gos Ones 
oseph, ‘ew 8 om, Baker. Swindon. tn ang = 
William, South j polo Norfolic, Farmer. King’s Lynn. Pet Aug 24 
pein 


Soe amu ee Beye Gocege Wi Watts, Philip rd, Peckham Rye, 


Harpin, Herbert, Thurstonland, nr Pp uddoreteld, , Quarry Owner. Huddersfield. 
Pet Aug 21. Ord Se 


<A 


my wy Carl, , Higher sromnen, nr Manchester, Hardware Dealer, Sal- 


é 





Haynes, Martin John, Beckenham, Tobacconist. Croydon. Pet Aug 16. Ord 
Heslop, Richard, ating Cocks, Durham, Pinstesen, Stockton on Tees and 


Miadlesborough. 
=," George, New rd, Sowich. Gane. Greenwich. Pet Sept 7. Ord 
Jackson, Chesten, Newtown, Leeds, Boot Manufacturer. Leeds. Pet Sept 4. 


Ord 
Jowitt, mae Smith, Leeds, Boot Dealer. Leeds. Pet Aug 28. Ord Sept 
Millis, yy John, *Milverton, Somerset, Baker. Taunton. Pet Aug 17. Mid 


Sept 
Milton. Alfred, Worcester, Plumber. Wepeemies, Pet Aug 23. Ord Sept 8 
Murray, James, ee Houee Exeter. bg Augi9. Ord Sept 7 
- ¥ eee Ce +4 - Norbiton, Artis , Surrey. Pet 
fr 


ewark upon Trent, Bootmaker. Ncttingham. Pet Sept 6. 


7 
Richard, Folkestone, Grocer. Canter Pet Aug 16. oT eer os 
rederick William, Bailgate, Lincoln, Beker. Lincoln. 'P. 


Sree Eastbourne, Dyer. Lewes and Eastbourne. Pet Sept 3. Ord 
Porter, Henry, Kingston upon Hull, Builder. Kingston upon Hull. Pet Aug 23. 
Rabbage, Frank, Newton Abbot, Devon, Builder. Exeter. Pet Aug 20. Ord 
schif - Pay Stoke Newington rd, late Tobacconist. Edmonton. Pet July 31. 


Getkte Bicin, Bethawun, taboue, Bridgwater. | Pet Sept 8. Ord Sept § 
aug 18, Ord Archer demgh Hudson, Coventry, out of business. Coventry. Pet 


rd Se 
one mnemonic High Oourt. Pet Aug 11. 
ir 


Sparks, Sel Diane te, Mariner. terbury. Pet Aug 20. Ord ts 
Stanley, , Henry, Binningtam, Pearl Bote Maantastener Birentnghene Pet 


stead, @ \ nameeied Eccles, Manchester, Schoolmaster. Salford. Pet Sept 6. Ord 


cole Ernest, Brockley, Kent, Govess. Greenwich. Pet Aug 31. Ord A 
Walmsley, John, Adlington, cashire, Tea Dealer. Bolton. Pet Sept 4. ra 


Sept 
White, _flauey, Cheltenham, Market Gardener. Cheltenham. Pet Sept 4. Ord 


Wrens, George, and John Rogers + ae Nottingham, Lace Manufacturers. 
Not ham. Pet Aug 25. Ord Sept 
Yul = Clark, Bi gham, Trommonger. Birmingham. Pet Sept 6. Ord 
TUESDAY. t. 14, 1886. 


om William, Pieninghem. Pork Butcher. Birmingham. Pet Aug 3i. Ord 
Sept 10. Exam Oct 12 at 2 

Beacon, Alfred George, Birmingham, Stationer. Birmingham. Pet Sept 11. Ord 
Septii1. Exam Oct 12 at2 

Boon. Y=! Grate, Flint, Ironmonger. Chester. Pet Sept 10. Ord Sept 10. 


Exam Sep 
Blacklin, fichard James, West Hartlepool, Steamship Manager. Sunderland. 
Pet Sept 9. Ord Sept9. Exam Oct 7 
Bowe. George, B: gham, | +. Birmingham. Pet Sept 10. Ord 
t10. Exam Oct 12 at 2 
Bud skley, Willem. n, Dewsbury, Yorks, WorstedSpinner. Dewsbury. Pet Sept 9. 


pt 9, 
Canterbury. Pet Aug 13. Ord 


cama a, ag = 4 Contractor. 
Septi0. Exam Oct 1 
Cocks, James Charles, Stratford, Essex, Tobacconist. High Oourt. Pet Sept 9. 
. Exam Oct 20 at 12 at 34, Lincoln’s inn fields 
. Halifax, Stone Merchant. Pet Sept 10, Ord Sept 10. 


m, Mary Ann, Burlington arcade, Piccadilly, Bootmaker, High Court. 
Pet & wept 9. Ord Sept 9. Exam Oct 13 at 12 at 34, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Denyer, Haswell, Landport, Hampshire, Tailor. Portsmouth. Pet 4 4. Ord 
Sept 4. Exam Oct 11 
Dunsmore, James, 1 John Adamson, West Ferry rd, Millwall 
Hich Court. Pet Aug 26. Ord Sept ry Exam Oct 20 at 12 at 34, 


elds 
EI eray, John, and Daniel Eleray, the younger, Bowness, Westmorland, Wine 
Merchants.” Kendal. Pet Sept 6.’ Ord Be Rept s. aes Oct 9 at 2 at Court house, 
, Ken 


T 
Evans, Joseph, seen, Coal Merchant. Carmarthen. Pet Sept 8. Ord 
Sept 8. Exam Se 
Victualler. _ aman, Pet Sept 9. Ord 


t 21 
at og James, Colcheste: ter, Licensed 
Sept 9. Exam Oct 1 at 12 at sowed, Colches 4 Pet Sept 
or q ng, Licensed Victualler. Reading. 
10. Ord Sept 10. Exam Oct 21 at 2'at Assize Co 
. Pet Sept 10. Ord Sept 


Faulkner, Alfred M 

Fee, George. dal, Westm: d, Butcher. Ken 
10. Exam Oct 9 at 2 at Court house, Townhall, Kendal 

Fulford, William Bartholomew, Exmouth, Devon, Gent. Exeter. Pet Aug 25. 
Ord Sept 9. Exam Oct 14 at 11 

Gueepgess. ¥ » Bepiies ‘ord, Picture Frame Maker. Bradford. Pet Sept 10. 

1 
—. van Glugee, Fs wiliheli, Carnarvonshire, Gardener. Bangor. Pet Sept 
Ord Sept 9. Exain Oot 7 ab At at Court house, Bangor 4 

Harris George Ne’ lifton, Builder. Sept 10. Ord Sept 10. 

Exam Oct § at 12 at Guildhall, Bristol 
beth Chari otte, Ipswich, Spinster. Ipswich. Pet Aug 2%. 
m Sept 24 at 12 

Huntley. Walter Charles, Osbaldeston rd, Stoke Newington, Coal Merchant. 

_ h Court. Pet Sept & Ord Sept 9. Exam Oct 21 at 12 at 34, Lincoln's inn 
ec. 

Hutchinson, William, Birmingham, Boot Dealer. Birmingham. Pet Sept 11. 
Ord Sept 11. Exam Oct 8 at 2 

King, Appleby, eed Surgeon Dentist. Oanterbury. Pet Sept 10. Ord Sept 10. 

xam 
Molden, Joseph Hall, Bedlington, Nor — 1 Shoemaker. Neweastle on 
Pet Reyes. Ord Sept 9. E 
Nodes; Walter = Hepworth, . Norwich, Pet Septs. Ord 


Sept 10. 
: Timothy, 1 Bradford, Fruiterer. Bradford. Pet Sept 3, Ord Sept 10. 
Royle, John James, Gainsborough, Lineolnshire, Draper. Lincoln. Pet Sept 9. 
Sept 9 eo ee 
Court. Pet July 3. Ord Sept 9. 


Santer, James, King! 5 = a BR 
Exam. Oct 20 at 28 ” 
Bdmund, and F: rick Begkett, ddieton st, Clerkenwell, J 
“igh Court. Pet Sept 7. Ord Sept 8. Oct 30 at 11.30 at 34, 3 
Charies John, Milton next Gravesend, Farmer. Rochester. Pet Sept 9. 
Court. Pet Aug 19. Ord Sept 9. 


’s inn 
' nat Yarmouth, Wheelwright. @t Yarmouth, Pet Sept 9, 
@t Yarmouth 


WGnd Sept 9 o% Oct 19 at 11 at 
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Whyman, William, Gamlingay, Cambridgeshire, Baker. Bedford. Pet Sept 10. 
Ord Sept 11. Exam Oct 6 
Williams, BH, York rd, Wandsworth, Baker. Wandsworth. Pet Aug 23, Ord 
Sept 9. Exam Oct 14 
Winsper, Thomas, Bilston, Staffs, Beerhouse Keeper. Wolverhampton. Pet 
Sept10. Ord Sept10. Exam Oct 18 
Woodbam, Charles, Abbotsley, Hunts, Farmer, Bedford. Pet Sept 10. Ord 
Sept 11. Exam Oct 6 
Yeomans, Charles, Burslem, Staffs, Beerseller. Hanley, Burslem, and Tunstall. 
Pet Sept 10. Ord Sept 10. Exam Oct 8 at 11 at Townhall, Hanley 
CEIVING ORDER RESCINDED AND ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 
Foster, Charlotte, addiess unknown, Spinster. High Court. Ord July 31. Date 
of adjudication Aug 4. Rescis and annul Sept 9. 
; First MEETINGS. 
Boge, Austin, Biggleswade, Beds, Painter. Sept 22 at 10. 8, St. Paul’s sq, 
or 
Bevan, John Griffiths, Church st, Flint, Ironmonger. Sept 23 at 2. Official Re- 
ceiver, Crypt chbrs, Chester _ 
Breame, James Robert, Beastfair. Pontefract, Tailor. Sept 21 at2. Official Re- 
ceiver, Southgate chbrs, Southgate, Wakefield 
Brownbill, Blagden, Wakefield, Tallow Chandler. Sept 21 at 11. Official Receiver, 
Southgate chbrs, Southgate, Wakefield 
Clarke, William Albert, Reading, Tailor. Sept 22 at 12. Official Receiver, 109, 
ictoria st, Westminster 
Coles, Ted Joseph (sep estate), Devizes, Coal Merchant. Sept 21 at1.15. Official 
Receiver, Bank chbrs, Bristol 
Crowther, Frank, Halifax, Stone Merchant, Sept 22 at 11. Official Receiver, 
Townhall chbrs, Halifax 
Denese, awe, Landport, Tailor. Oct11at3. Official Receiver, 166, Queen’s 
, Portsea 
Eden, Charles Thomas, Plymcuth, Beerhouse Keeper. Sept 21 at 3. Official 
& Receiver, 18, Frankfort st, Plymouth 
a Colchester, Licensed Victualler. Sept 23 at 11. Townhall, 
‘ole! er 
Davies, David Harris, Cardiff, Grocer. Sopt 21 at 12. Official Receiver, 3, 
Crockherbtown, Cardi 
Davis, Barnett, Hackney rd, Boot Manufacturer. Sept 23 at 11. 33, Carey st, 
Lincoln’s inn 
Fulford, William Bartholomew,Exmouth, Gent. Sep22at3. Castle of Exeter.Exeter 
Griffith, Evan Glynne, Pwllheli, Carnarvonshire, Gardener. Oct 6 at 4.15. 
Queen’s Head Cafe, Bangor 
Hembiin, Wiliiam (sep estate), Devizes, Coal Merchant. Sept 2iati. Official 
Receiver. Bank chbrs, Bristol 
Hamblin, William, and Ted Joseph Coles, Devizes, Coal Merchants. Sept 21 at 
12,20. Official Receiver, Bank chbrs, Bristol 
Hancock, Robert James, Penarth, Glamorganshire, Builder. Sept 2t at 2.30. 
Official Receiver, 3, Crockherbtown, Cardiff 
Heald. George Frederick, Crewe, Cheshire, Baker. Oct 13at 10, 152, Hospital 


Hobson, Henry, Birmingham, Pawnbroker. Sept 23 at11. Official Receiver, 25, 
Colmore row, Birmingham 

Hughes, William Davies, Gyffylliog, Denbighshire, Innkeeper. Sept 24 at 3. 
Castle Hotel, Ruthin 

Hunt, Adela Elizabeth Charlotte, Ipswich, Spinster, Sept 22at12. Official Re- 
ceiver, 2, Westgate st, Ipswich 

Jones, John, Bridgend, Glamorganshire, Hotel Keeper. Sept 2iati1. Official 
Receiver, 3, Crockherbtown, Cardiff 

Marwood, Matihew, North Leverton, Nottinghamshire, Labourer. Sept 21 at 
12. Official Receiver, 2. St Benedict’s sq, Lincoln 

Molden, Joseph Hall, Bedlington, Northumberland, Shoemaker. Sept 23 at 2.30. 
Official Receiver, Pink lane, Newcastle on Tyne 

Pilkington, Frederick William, Bailgate, Lincoln, Baker. Sept 21 at 11.30. Offi- 
cial Receiver, 2, St Benedict’s sq, Lincoln 

Poole. Henry Ellis, Lianelly, Dyer. Sept 24 at 11.20. Official Receiver, 12, 
Tredegar pl, N rt, Mon 

ome i Caroline, Dover, Lodging House Keeper. Sept 22 at 3.30, King’s Head 


1, er 
Royle, John James, Gainsborough, Draper. t 21 at 11. Official Receiver, 2, 
St Benedict’s sq, Lincoln ei _ i ? 
Seste 3 Bowie, ridgewater, Labourer. Sept 21 at 11. Bristol Arms Hotel, 
‘water 
Smith, George Hall, Walton, Lancashire, Pawnbroker. Sept 22 at 3. Official 
Receiver, 3%, Victoria st, Liverpool 
Smart, Charles John, Milton next Gravesend, Farmer. Sept 23 at 11.20, Official 
Receiver, High st. Rochester 
Stacey, James, Shinfield, Berks, Farmer. Sept 23 at 1.30. Queen’s Hotel, 


Strawson, Vincent, Liverpool, Chemist. Sept 24at 2. Official Receiver, 85, Vic- 


toria st, Liverpoo: 
etn 09 Birmingham, Boot Maker. Sept 23 at 2. Official Receiver, 
ore row, Birmingham 


2S, gz 
Umpleby, John, Iikley, Yorks, Innkeeper. fept 22 at 11. Official Receiver, 22, | 


row, Leeds r 

Warsop. Thomas, sen. and Thomas Warsop, jun, Sydenham rd. North Croydon, 
Stonemasons. Sept 22at3. Cavendish Hotel, High st, Croydon 

Warsop, Thomas, sen ng 3 estate), Limes rd, Croydon, Stonemason. Sept 22 at 
3.2). Cavendish Hotel, High st, Croydon 

Warsop, Thomas, jun ( estate), Svcenham rd, North Croydon, Stonemason. 
Sept 22 at 345. Cavendish Hotel, High st, Croydon 

Windel, William, Merthyr Tydfil, Bootmaker. Sept 22at12. Official Receiver, 
Merthyr Tydfil 


insper, Thotoas, Bilston, Staffordshire, Beerhouse Keeper. Sept 2at4. Offi- | 


cial Receiver, St Peter’s close, Wolverhampton 


Yuill, John Clark, Birmingham, Ironmonger. Oct 1at2. Official Receiver, 2, 


Colmore row, Birmingham 





ADJUDICATIONS. 
Asin, Richard, sen, Peterborough, Plumber. Peterborough. Pet Sept 3. 


Ord Sept 10 
Baker, Edward Byles, Moncrieff terr, Rye lane, Peckham, Ironmonger. High 
Court. Pet July 30. Ord Sept 10 
Bevan, John Griffiths, Flint, Ironmonger. Chester. Pet Sept 10. Ord Sept 10 
a my Seneas, Birmingham, Brassfounder. Birmingham. Pet Sept 10. Ord 
ep 
aye James, Daybrook, Notts, out of business. Nottingham. Pet Sept 7. 
rd Sep 
Buckhurst, Charles, St Paul’s rd, Camden Town, Licensed Victualler. High 
Court. Pet Aug2. Ord Bent 10 
Burton, Albert Goodridge, Lichfield, Aerated Water Manufacturer. Oldbury. 
Pet Sept 4, Ord Sept 8 
— écpacoss, Glliagham, Dorsetshire, Coal Merchant. Salisbury. Pet Aug 
4 pt 1 
Crowther, Frank, Halifax, Stone Merchant. Halifax. Pet ~~ 10. Ord Sept 11 
Dawe, Haswell, Landport, Hants, Tailor. Portsmouth. Pet Sept 4. Ord 
ep : 
—, Gooege, jun, Cuckfield, Sussex, Whitesmith. Brighton. Pet Sept 7. 
rd Sep 
Farr, Arthur Richard, Brighton, Architect. Brighton. Pet May 25. Ord Sept 8 
Weston, Deajemin, West romwich, Staffordshire, Ironfounder. Oldbury. Pet 
ug 19. Or p 
Fleming, Thomas, Liverpool, Team Owner. Liverpool. Pet Aug 17. Ord 


Sept 11 
Fram. John, Commercial st, Brass Founder. High Court. Pet Aug 11. Ord 
ep 
a <p y ? oseph, Bradford, Picture Frame Maker. Bradford. Pet Sept 10. 
r Pp 
Ty Gate, Qpenshem, nr Manchester, Shopkeeper. Manchester. Pet 
ug 9. r Pp 
—— ~ Treherbert, Glamorganshire, Tailor. Pontypridd. Pet Sept 2. 
rd Sept 
a rot and Tom Jarvis, Rotherham, Linen Drapers. Sheffield. Pet Aug 
> r pt 10 
——-. ae. Newport, Isle of Wight, Draper. Newport and Ryde. Pet 
ugi3. Ord Aug 
Hughes, William Davies, Gyffyliog, Denbighshire, Innkeeper. "Wrexham. 
Pet Sept 7. Ord Sept 11 : 
Hutchinson, Matilda, Kingston upon Hull, Ladies’ Outfitter. Kingston upon 
Hull. Pet July 23. Ord Sept 9 
Kerr, John, Liverpool, Decorator. Liverpool. Pet Sent 8. Ord Sept 11 
Kinchin, Peter, and Thomas Kinchin, Long Marston, Gloucestershire, Farmers. 
Warwick. PetSept2. Ord Sept 11 
Laing, Walter William, Worcester, Salesman. Worcester. Pet Aug 26. Ord Sept 6 
=— = John, St. Leonard’s on Sea, Solicitor. Hastings. Pet July 8. 
r 
Molden, Joseph Hall, Bedlington, Northumberland, Shoemaker. Newcastle on 
Tyne. PetSept9. Ord Sens 9 
Mutton, Thomas, Brighton, Hatter. Brighton. Pet May 24. Ord Sept8 
Perkins, James, Leicester, Joiner. Leicester. Pet Aug 26. Ord Sept 11 
Pyman, Edgar Brice, Ipswich, Clothier. Ipswich. Pet Aug 24. Ord Sept 8 
Raynor, Albert, Nottingham, Confectioner. Nottingham. Pet Sept 6. Or Sept 9 
Royle, J ohn James, Gainsborough, Draper. Liucoln. Pet Sept9. Ord Sept 9 
Strange, George Richardson, Ponbridge Wells, Carpenter. Tonbridge Wells. 
Pet Aug 24. Ord Sept 10 Ss 5 
Thistleton, John Beveridge, Old Quebec st, Marylebone, Electrician. High 
Court. Pet Sept 8. Ord Sept 10 
Turnbull, Thomas, Workington, Cumberland, Plumber. Cockermouth and 
Workington. Pet Aug 25. Ord Sept 10 
Umpleby, John, Ilkley, Yorks, Innkeeper. Leeds, Pet Aug 31. Ord Sept 9 
Underwood, George, tcheap, Engineer. High Court. Pet July 1. Ord Sept2 
Watts, Richard Edward, Stamford, Tailor. Peterborough. PetSept3. OrdSepti0 
White, Edward Charles, Sheffield, Saddler. Sheffield. Pet Sept7. Ord Sept 10 
Whittington, Frank, Niton, Isle of Wight, Blacksmith. Newport and Ryde. 
Pet Aug 13. Ord Sept 11 F 
Wilosmith, Joseph, Mansfield, Nottinghamshire, Hay Dealer. Nottingham. Pet 
Aug 25. Eopt 9 
by! =z" James, Wombwell, nr Barnsley, Grocer. Barnsley. Pet Aug 20. Ord 


Wilson, John Turle, Parkstone, Poole, Builder. Poole. Pet Aug 23. Ord Bept 9 
Windel, William, Mertnyr Tydfil, Bootmaker. Merthyr Tydfil. Pet Sept 8. 





Ord Sept 9 
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SCHWEITZER’S COCOATINA 


Qusesned olable Cocon of the Finest Qual 
re ble . v inest ality 
with the excess of fat extracted, ROBE 
The Facu mounce it “* the most nutritious, per- 
fectly digestible beverage for Breakfaat, Luncheon, or 
, and invaluable for Invatids and Children.” 


Highly commended by the entire Medical Preas. | To Her Majest 


times the strength of cocons THICKENED yet WEAKENED | 
with starch, &c., and Im BEALITY CuEAPER than such 


Made imetantares ialy wit .iling water, a teaspoonful 
 « breakfasi Cup, costing less than « halfpenny, 


cheapest Manilla Chocolate, and may be taken when 
richer chocolate is prohibited, 


rocers, 
Charities on Special Ter ma by the Bole Proprietor, 


H, Seawsnsss& Co.,10, Adams, Strand, London, W.0| 94, CHANCERY LANE LONDON. 


EDE AND SON, 


Pah + MAKERS, 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 
the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of 
Bein hout spice, or other admixture, it suite : ¥ ae 
all paletes heape tor years tn all climates, ‘ant te tous | the Judicial Bench, Corporation of London, &e, 
ROPES FOR QUEEN'S COUNSEL AND BARRISTERS, 
SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 


Cocostims 1 La Vanit1x is the mont delicate, digestible, Law Wigs ant Gowns ice Resiewase, Town Clerks, 


kn tine wt 1 bar Boerne fe Picea. sus ana | CORPORATION ROBES, UNIVERSITY AND CLERGY GOWNS: 
ESTABLISHED 1069, 


UNTEARABLE LETTER 
COPYING BOOKS. 


HOWARD'S PATENT. 

Stronger and more durable than any other 
Letter Copying Books now made 
THE COPYING BOOK FOR THE PROFESSION 
Price List vPOM APPLICATION 


WODDERSPOON & CO,, 
7, SERLE STREET, awp 1, PORTUGAL STREET; 
LINCOLN’S INN, W.O. 
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SALE DAYS FOR THE YEAR 1886. 
ESSRS. FAREBROTHER, ELLIS, 
CLARE. & CO. See to_ announce that the 
followin s have been fixed for their SALES 
of PEREMOLD and LEASEHOLD ESTATES, 
Ground-Rents, Reversions, and other Investments 
during the year 1886, to be held at the Auction Mart, 
Tokenhouse-yard, near the Bank of England, E.C. :— 


Thurs., Sept <8 | Tues., Nov 16 Thurs., Dec 16 
Thurs., Oct 14 Thurs., Dec 2 Thurs., Dec 30 
Thurs., Oct 21 





Other m wpe ointments for Special Sales will be 
errenge 9. 29, Fleet-street, Temple Bar, and 
18, le 


Broad-street, E.C 
THURSDAY NEXT.—STRAND. 
No. 27, Southampton-street (formerly the residence 
of Garrick\.—The Bedford Lease of this fine old 


usine as, being in the comee 


oft trade, Hold ¢ or 63 years at £130 per annum. 
pase FAREBROTHER, ELLIS, 
CLA & oo will SELL, at the MART, on 

THURSDAY Nex T.’the 23rd of SEPTEMBER, at 


TWO, the above BEN EFICIAL LEASE (unless sold 

before). View by cards. 

Particu of Messrs. Few & Co., Solicitors, 19, 
Surrey-street, W.C.; and of the Auctioneers, 29, 
Fleet-street, £.C 

THURSDAY NEXT.—MAIDA-VALE. 

No. 82, Blomfield-road.— —Eligible Leasehold Invest- 
ment in one of these superior moderate-sized Resi- 
dences, in a favourite situation. Underleased for 
21 years, which will expire in 1889, at the moderate 
rent of £80 perannum. Held foran seemepens —y 
of 52 years, at the low ground-rent of £15 per ann 

\ he wer ie FAREBROTHEB, ELLIS, 


K, & Co., will offer for SALE b: AUC- 
pet = “— MAR 
HURS 








T, Tokenhouse-yard, E.C., on 

DAY NEXT, the 28rd of SEPTEMBER. 
i= at TWO o'clock (unless previously disposed of 
by et private contract), the above valuable INVEST- 


Perliculars and conditions of sale may be obtsined 
of Messrs. Clayton, Sons, & Fargus, Solicitors,10, 7 
caster-place. Strand, W.C.; at the Mart, E.C 
of Messrs. Farebrother, Ellis, Clark, & Co., 29, v tnoet, 
street, and 18, Old Broad-street. E. 6. 

TEWSUN, 


— DEBENHAM, 
i MER, & BRIDGEWATER’S LIST of 
STATES oe HOUSES to be SOLD or LET, including 
Landed Estates, Town and Country Residences, Hunting 
and Shooting ‘Quarters, Farms, Ground Rents, Rent 
Charges, House Property and Investments generally, is 
published on the first day of each month, and may be 
obtained, free of charge, at their offices, 80, Cheapside, 
E.C., or will be sent by post in return for three stamps.— 
Particulars for insertion should be received not later than 
four dayr previous to the end of the preceding month. 








SALES BY AO EBE Nu THE YEAR 1886, 
ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON, 
FARMER, & Ahn beg to announce 
that their SALES of LANDED ESTATES, Investments 

Town, Suburban, and Country Houses, Business Premises 

Building Land, * Ground-rents, Advowsons, Reversions 

Stocks, Shares, and other Properties, will be held at the 

Auction Mart, Tokenhouse-yard, near the Bank of Eng- 

land, in the City of London, as follows :— 

Tues., Oct 5 Tues., Oct 19 Tues., Nov 23 

Tues., > Nov9 Tues., Dec 14 
Auctions can also be held on other days. "In order to 
insure proper publicity, due notice should be given. 

The period between such notice and the proposed auc- 

tion must considerably depend upon the nature of the 

property to be sold. A printed scale of terms cin be 
had at their offices, 80, Cheapside, London, or will be 
forwarded by post. 

Scuth a Gas Company.— Five per 
Cent. Perpetual Debenture ae of the above 
pre ne Vy presenting an investment of the soundest 

R. °G. A. WILKINSON is instructed by 
the Directors of the South Metropolitan Ga 
Company to. SELL b:; AUC Iwo at the MART, on 


in ee ER 
PERPETU AL DEB ENTURE STOCK in the South 
Metropolitan Gas Company. The districts supolied 
by the company comprise nearly the whole of the 
South of London, from Wandsworth to Plumstead 
Marshes, and the ‘demand has so much increased that 
the supply of gas has been nearly doubled within 
the last 10 years. 

Particulars may be had of Frank Bush, Esq., 
Secretary to the Company, 7094, Old Kent-road; of 
Messrs. Johnson, Budd, & ae Solicitors,’ 20, 
Austin Friars; and of Mr. G. Wil mn, Auc- 
tioneer and Land Agent. 7. ey City. 


ESSKS. JUHNSUN & UDYMOND veg 
to announce that their Sales by Auction of 
Plate, Watches, Chains, Jewellery, Precious Stones, 
oy are og on Mondays, Wednesdays, Thursdays, 
an 
The attention of ne cane Executors, Trustees, 
and others is parton ed to this ready means 
for the disposal of i - of yh and other 
rox 
n omy 








uence of the Pounenee of their sales 
D. are enabled to include large or small 
jen at short notice (if required). 
les of Furniture held ——— houses. 

Valuations for Probate or fer. Terms on ap- 
plication to the City Auction Rooms (established 
1793), 38 and 39, urch-street, - 

Mesers, Johnson & oo beg to notify that 
their Auction Sales o: one Ap Piece | 


| Close to the Hi Hay 
Freehold 


bei 
also 


EO. 


MBLEDON, SURREY, 
den’s - 


lane Rail 


d Beer- house, No. 39, Day's: cottages, N North- 


road, Hayden’s-lane; also the 

No. ila Devel produce £36 
Dwi -ho' 

and 37, Beaconsfield- |= for 

ground-rents, and let to 


V1 “se 


THURSDAY, 8 
| Berets 


AUCTION, 


uce £46 16s. per annum. 


R, Waltes KNIGHT is instructed to 
MARTI, on 
EMBER 23, at TWO, the above 


te ay lary may be had of Messrs. Travers, Smith, 
licitors, 25, Throgmorton - street, 
of Walter White, Esq.,1, Ra 
s-inn; and at the Auction ( 
Russell-street, Bloomsbury -square 


at the 





ord 


a & 


PADDINGTON and FULHA 


per a G 
on a “| 142, es 


er of Trustees.—A Leasehold Villa wVhcindinien, 
ing 11, Westbourne-villas, Paddington; held for 
458 7. 3 at £12 ground-rent, and let on lease at £30 


round-rents of £4 » SC! 


reversion im 44 years. 


i. a KNIGHT is icstracted by 


e Trustees to SELL by AUCTION, at the 
MART. « — THURSDAY. SEPTEMBER 23, at TWO, 
the above desirable INVESTMENTS. 

Particulars and conditions of sale of Messrs. Allen 
& Son. Solicitors, 17, Carlisle-stree 
the Mart; and at the Auction 
Russell-street, Bloomsbury-square. 


Soho-square; at 
ffices, 104, 





Particulars, es' 


F. 
road, and 19, 20, an 
lished 1862. 


pues ISH your HO 


UGHOUT on 


MENTS THRO 
MOEDER’S HIRE SYSTEM. 


MOEDER, 


Cash pon, = No extra charge f for time given. 
itimates, 2. opinions, testimonials 


249. and 250, Tottenham-court- 
21, “ orwell-street, W. Estab- 


ALSO for HIRE ONLY. 








INTEMPERANCE, 


JOLMAN HILL HOUSE RETREAT, 


HALESOWEN, WORCESTERSHIRE. 


Licensed under the 


Act of 1879, for Ladies only. 


Terms from £2 2s. per week. 
A to the Pro gore, Ker & DE De Dems. Towns- 
| pply jm gm 








SECRECY. 


CHANCERY 


Goods. ® Household and Office +3} é larpets, 
Bedding, &c., are held on each day «t he we week 
Saturday excepted). 
SECURITY. 
AT THE 


SAFETY. 


LANE SAFE ODE 


POSIT. 








Your FIRST 
NIGHT WATCH 
Jewelry and | cspatro pur 








Property ent haneave PATROL 
safe from [ [ 
Burglar or |} 

Thief. 





Under your 
own Lock 
and Key. 


SAFES from 1 to 5 Guineas. 





tetsciese 








Aya‘ o rpc a 
=miert © es oreifee 

















) 


=) 
VIEW OF A VAULT FITTED WITH SAFES, 


LARGER.INTERIOR OF ONE OF SAFE DEPO: INTERIOR OF ONE OF SAFE DEPOSIT ROOMS. } “4 


GUARDED NIGHT AND DAY. 
WRITING AND WAITING ROOMS FOR LADIES AND GENTLEMEN. 


The Public are invited to inspect this Valuable Stronghold; Oard of Admission postfree on application to the Manager. 


6| 


SECOND 
NICHT WATCH 
on PATROL DUTY 


Your Will 
and 
Documents 
safe from 
Fire or Spy. 





Under your 
own Lock 
and Key. 


STRONG ROOMS from 7 to 80 Guineas per Annum. 


& 62, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 





ottage adjoining, 

annum ; 
os. 35, 36, 
held for 95 years at 


ond-baildings, 
ffices, 104, Great 


(formerly 80 and 82), 


Great 


USES or APART- 








760 THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. Sept. 18, 1886. 








ESTABLISHED 1869. 


THE ACADEMY, 
A GHeekly Heview of Kiterature, Seience, and Art, 


PRICE THREEPENCE: FREE BY POST THREEPENCE-HALFPENNY. 


ANNUAL SUBSCRIPTION, 13s; BY POST, 15s. 2b. 
PAYABLE IN ADVANCE. 








PUBLISHED EVERY FRIDAY IN TIME FOR THAT DAY’S POST. 


CONTAINING EVERY WEEK 


SicnepD Reviews of important new books, English and Foreign, in Belles-Lettres, Travel, History, Biography 
Philosophy, Natural Science, Philology, the Fine Arts, and Archeology. PrriopicaA, News-Letrers from Oxford, 
Cambridge, Paris, Rome, Florence, Berlin, and other Centres of Learning and Literary Activity. 

Obituaries of Distinguished Men. Transactions of Learned Societies. Correspondence. 

Notes and News, Literary, Geographical, Scientific, and Artistic, Jottings respecting rare Books, Sales, and 
Curiosities. Publishers’ Announcements, &c. 

Notices of Exhibitions in London and the Provinces, and of important Novelties in Music and the Drama, 
ORiGINAL ARTICLES on Current Topics of Literary Interest. 

THe Acapemy has always maintained the principle of Signed Articles as affording the best guarantee of fairness and 
competence. In the list of its Contributors will be found the recognized Authorities in their several departments of Knowledge. 
The half-yearly Volwmes are of permanent value for purposes of Reference, especially to those interested in the English Classics, 
in History, Philology, and Oriental Studies. 








A New Volume commenced on July 3, 1886. 


PUBLISHING OFFICE: 


27, CHANCERY LANE, W-C. 
To be had at all Reilway Stations, and of all Newsvendors in Town and Country, 


——— 


A SPECIMEN NUMBER 
Sent to any part of the United Kingdom on receipt of Threepence-Halfpenny in postage stamps. 








SCALE OF CHARGES FOR ADVERTISING IN “THE ACADEMY.” 


Five Lines of Small Type - - - - = 0 2 6]A Column ial anaes, ils. Seeder -* - 3 0 0 
Every additional Line et - - - 0 0 6] A Page (equivalent to Three Columns) - - 8 8 0 
Half a Column - - - - - - - 110 0 





SPECIAL ARRANGEMENTS FOR A SERIES. 


Advertisements should be sent to the Publisher, H. Villers, at the Office, 27, Chancery-lane, W.C., on or before thé 
Wednesday previous to the Saturday on which they are intended to appear. 


®.° “THE ACADEMY” is a desirable medium for all Advertisements addressed to the educated classca, 
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